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DIRECTOR’S INTRODUCTION 


The present issue of CCIA Background Information, prepared jointly by the Com- 
mission of the Churches on International Affairs (CCIA) and the Commission on Interchurch 
Aid, Refugee and World Service (CICARWS) of the World Council of Churches, the World 
Student Christian Federation (WSCF), and the International Project of the Middle East Council 
of Churches (MECC), is meant to provide churches and Christian agencies with information on 
immediate reactions and analyses regarding the new situation created by the Israeli invasion 
of Lebanon. At the time of this writing, (12 July 1982), West Beirut remains besieged by the 
Israeli forces, diplomatic endeavours to resolve the conflict remain inconclusive, and random 
shelling of the city continues despite the declaration of a series of cease-fires. 


Since it was hoped that a publication of this nature would aid churches and Christian 
organizations in understanding and would also make more widely known the many reactions 
and statements which have come from a wide spectrum of Christian opinion, the work on this 
dossier has been done with maximum rapidity. It should be understood, therefore, that errors 
and omissions, where they may occur, are not intentional. We are eager to receive additional 
statements to complete our records, and encourage redoubled efforts for a lasting peace with 
Justice in the Middle East. 


The following preliminary analysis was presented in verbal form at a CICARWS 
meeting on Lebanon in Geneva, 5 July 1982. It is reproduced here as an introduction to 
“Invasion of Lebanon”. 


It is difficult to give an analysis of a situation which is fast moving and developing, in 
which the next few days are most critical. What I will attempt is to point out some features 
of the new situation in the Middle East. 


The starting point for that is a look at the nature and objectives of the Israeli invasion 
of Lebanon. In one of the most cynical code names used in military operations, Israelis 
have called this “Operation Peace for Galilee”. The pretext given was the attempted 
assassination of the Israeli Ambassador in London. The cease-fire was violated by Israel. 
It was stated earlier that the objective was to make South Lebanon free from PLO. As the 
war escalated, the Israeli objectives also escalated. This was a premeditated, carefully 
planned, ruthlessly executed aggression. The objective was to exterminate Palestine 
nationalism. The invasion was part of the Israeli attempt at solving the Palestinian 
problem by force both within the occupied territories and outside. 


Prime Minister Begin in a speech in New York stated that Israel did not invade 
Lebanon. That was only a sample from the catalogue of lies the Israeli government has 
used as part of the warfare. Israel’s explanatory statements were all words that were 
quickly cancelled by deeds. } 


I do not usually quote “Washington Post” with approval. But this time I do. The 
“Post” said in an editorial that the Israelis have misled the world about the purpose of 
their invasion which was to destroy the Palestinians as a movement and to disperse them 
as individuals. It added that “the Israelis have been unforgettably bloody”. (International 
Herald Tribune, 26-27 June 1982). 


Mr. Ghassan Tueni, the Lebanese Ambassador to the United Nations at New York 
in his speech to the Second Special Session of the UN on Disarmament stated the 
following principles of national policy of Lebanon : 


One: that Lebanon should never again be the arena, the battlefield, where friends 
and foes alike find it convenient to wage their wars; 


two: that Lebanon should never again allow its liberty to be taken hostage by those 
to whom it was extended; 


three: that Lebanon should be capable of defending not only its liberty, the liberty of 
land and people, but also its free democratic institutions; 


four: that Lebanon should have a strong national army not merely as a protection 
against further destabilization and conquest but as a catalyst, integrating a traditionally 
pluralistic society capable of absorbing and containing present fragmentary forces; 


five: that the safety and security of Lebanon, the defence of its territorial integrity, the 
protection of its sovereignty and the assertion of its independence should not remain 
contingent upon extra-territorial considerations of any sort, whether regional or inter- 
national. 


The international community should support Lebanon to achieve these objectives. 
But what are the immediate prospects in Lebanon? Whatever might happen in and 
around Beirut in the next few days, there is no reason to believe that Israel will with- 
draw soon from the whole of Lebanon. Presidential elections are due in six to seven 
weeks. One candidate who has emerged prominently is Mr. Bashir Gemayel. If he be- 
comes President of Lebanon under the present circumstances, how independent will he 
be able to be? How much confidence and support will he get from all sections of 
Lebanon ? 


Bashir Gemayel is an impressive personality. He speaks like a statesman. He can 
envision the future of the Middle East for the next two thousand years. He told us when we 
met him that he does not think there will be a Palestinian state in that period. He added in 
his characteristically fascinating use of the language that “I was the only country which 
allowed the Palestinians to come in such large numbers”. 


We met him at the end of April immediately after a visit to the Foreign Minister of 
Lebanon. Dr. Boutros, the Foreign Minister, gave us a brilliant analysis of the Lebanese 
situation. It was an analysis of a person rather detached, not in charge. When we went to 
meet Mr. Gemayel, he gave the impression of a person being in charge. 


Mr. Gemayel faces a dilemma: how to exploit the Israeli invasion without 


irrevocably alienating Muslim compatriots who have held him in the deepest suspicion. 
By going to Saudi Arabia, he has shown that he is ready and willing to negotiate with the 
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Arab world. He is conscious that to be President of Lebanon, he has to emerge as leader 
of a new national consensus and cannot be just leader of a faction. He appears to be 
capable of that. Butif there is an assault on West Beirut and the Lebanese Front appears 
to be acting at the behest of Israel, it will have serious implications for Christian presence 
in the whole region. The Lebanese Christians are aware of this dimension. 


Mr. Gemayel is intelligent enough to play his card carefully. His plans for a sovereign 
Lebanon may not conform to those of Israel about Lebanon and if necessary, he may not 
hesitate to challenge Israel. After all, Israel’s understanding of Lebanon does not appear 
to be very deep or impressive. 


One has to look at the US policy on Lebanon. President Reagan stated that he was 
taken by surprise by the Israeli invasion. One is taken by surprise by such a statement 
from the President of the United States. Israeli plans on South Lebanon were well- 
known. US administration officials also probably knew about the scope of the invasion. 


US policies in the Middle East have been consistently confusing. There are three 
main variables that shape policy, geopolitical, regional and domestic. The geopolitical 
involves concepts of national interests and images of other powers, principally the 
USSR. The regional involves the readings of the political map of the Arab world. The 
domestic involves inter-institutional competition, public opinion and electoral 
considerations in the USA. It is the mix of these that produces the confusion. Some- 
times the domestic, at other times the geopolitical and just as often the two together have 
been allowed to play paramount roles at the expense of the regional variable. Most often 
the USA makes miscalculations in its readings of the regional map. 


The confusion was again reflected in its dealings with the present Lebanese crisis. 
It is a war Israelis waged with US finance and US weapons including the dreaded cluster 
bomb. US credibility has taken a heavy blow. Reagan’s advisers knew in advance that 
Begin’s goals went far beyond clearing the Palestinians out of South Lebanon. The USA 
showed either an inability to anticipate events or an unwillingness to put enough 
pressure to control the situation or both and found itself accepting Israel’s terms. The 
New York Times reported that Mr. Philip Habib, the US envoy, was essentially serving 
as the salesman for Israeli conditions. (New York Times, 17 June 1982) 


It was soon evident that most of its Western allies did not agree with the USA. The 
French initiative in the Security Council was defeated by the USA by a veto on the stand- 
ard Kirkpatrick argument about balance. A Security Council resolution at that time, in 
the 3rd week of June, would have been of considerable importance. This disagreement in 
the Western camp over Lebanon has come at a time of serious tensions in the Western 
alliance and of a new assertiveness by several West European countries. 


Camp David agreement is one casualty of the Israeli invasion. Egypt has suspended 
talks on Palestinian autonomy. Of course, Palestinian autonomy under the Camp David 
agreement meant one thing to the USA, another thing to Israel and yet another to Egypt. 
There were demonstrations in Cairo’s Al Azhar mosque. The slogans were “Down with 
Camp David”, “Long Live the Palestinian Struggle”. The new joint Egyptian-French 
initiative for a comprehensive settlement in the Middle East clearly marks an Egyptian 
attempt to distance itself from the USA. It is nota follow up of Camp David. It was within 
the time-frame of the Camp David agreement that Israel annexed East Jerusalem and 
the Golan Heights and intensified colonization policies in the Occupied Territories to 


change the situation on the ground in order to destroy the physical basis for a Palestinian 
State. 


The Israeli invasion of Lebanon has propelled Egypt to an intensified diplomatic 
activity. Egypt has renewed contacts with Saudi Arabia and in active contacts with the 
PLO has come up with proposals for a more visible political profile for the Palestinians. 


Saudi Arabia has emerged as the key Arab state with regard to the Middle East issues 
and this is a position which that country is likely to hold for some time to come. No other 
Arab capital is on speaking terms with as many Arab capitals as Riyadh. Its diplomacy 
characterized by bridge-building among Arab nations, seems to be paying dividends. 
Syrian President Assad’s visit to Saudi Arabia is significant. There is possibility of an 
Arab consensus on the Palestinian issue emerging under Saudi leadership. This may 
take the form of a revival of the earlier Saudi plan. At bottom it was a call for an Israeli 
state and a Palestinian state to live side by side and a recognition of Israel, though 
implicitly. 


It is known that in a telephone conversation on June 24 to President Reagan, the 
Saudi King took a tough line, reminding Reagan of US responsibility and asking him to 
restrain Israel. This came as a surprise to Reagan who had believed that the moderate 
Arab states were not really critical of US policy on Lebanon. 


The Soviet Union apparently had few options in the situation. It reiterated the 
support for the Palestinians and the Syrians and said it was doing whatever was possible. 
Understandably there is disillusionment in several Arab capitals and in the PLO about 
the Soviet role. But there was no military option open to the Soviet Union, short of direct 
confrontation with the USA. However, in any eventual settlement of the Middle East 
issues, Soviet Union cannot be excluded. 


Paradoxically, at the moment of its most devastating military defeat, the PLO has 
gained a crucial measure of de facto recognition and political support. All the previous 
Middle East wars were Arab-Israeli wars. This is an Israeli-Palestinian war. Inter- 
national pressure on the USA and Israel to recognize the Palestinian question as central 
to a Middle East settlement has dramatically increased as a result of the fighting. Several 
governments and large sections of international public opinion have now clearly 
articulated the demand for a Palestinian state. The Sunday Times wrote “Lebanon for 
the Lebanese, must be the slogan, Israel for the Israelis, Palestine (west of Jordan) for the 
Palestinians”. 


Whether the USA and Israel like it or not, whether intermediaries are used or not, the 
current negotiations they are engaged in are with the PLO. The significance of this 
political recognition cannot be brushed aside in any subsequent peace negotiations. 


Of all the liberation movements in recent history, the PLO has been one of the most 
viable in genuineness of motivation, grass roots appeal, organizational structure and 
international support and standing. Tribulations of Palestinian disinheritance and 
statelessness have prompted them in the past to take maximalist and unrealistic 
positions. But if one reads carefully resolutions of successive Palestinian National 
Councils, one can notice a movement away from maximalism, from the claims about the 
“whole” of Palestine and rejection of a “mini-state”, to an implied though conditional 
acceptance of such a state. It is likely that an Arab consensus will emerge, making 


possible this shift to be explicit. There will be a new political profile for the PLO. The 
PLO might feel that the kind of military build up it had in Lebanon probably had 
negative effects even in terms of relations with the Lebanese. 


There is a crisis of conscience among many Jews today inside and outside Israel. It is 
true that opinion polls still support Begin and Sharon. But the strength of the peace 
movements in Israel as reflected in massive demonstrations cannot be underestimated. 
Many Jews do not want to see Judaism to be identified with Israeli militarism. The 
question is asked by them, was the whole thing necessary ? The statement by the three 
Jewish leaders, Klutznik, Pierre Mendes-France, and Goldman, calling for Israeli - PLO 
talks is significant. They said the “sense of Jewish history and the moral imperatives of 
this moment require us to insist that the time is urgent for mutual recognition between 
Israel and Palestinian people” and called for “negotiations with the aim of achieving co- 
existence between Israeli and Palestinian peoples based on self-determination”’. It is 
this kind of principled stand that should eventually convince Israel that its security lies 
in the security of all and the rights of all, including those of the Palestinians. 


May I attempt to indicate some of the tasks before us: 


one: to mobilize further international public opinion to ensure that the Israelis lift 
the siege of Beirut. Unless there is disengagement of Israeli forces and withdrawal, there 
cannot be any meaningful negotiations; 


two: to redouble support to the Middle East Council of Churches and the churches 
for humanitarian programmes of relief and rehabilitation; 


three: to mobilise international public opinion on the human rights issues involved : 
detention of thousands of Palestinians in conditions contravening Geneva conventions 
and the disappearance of a very large number; 


four: tosupport all efforts for reconciliation within Lebanon including that between 
the Lebanese and the Palestinians and for the building of a new national consensus. The 
sovereignty of Lebanon and the political aspirations of the Palestinian people are not 
incompatible. The churches inside and outside have a special responsibility to ensure 
that their efforts are in the direction of building a genuinely pluralistic society; 


five : to treat the resolution of the Palestinian question as urgent and support positive 
initiatives for a comprehensive settlement of the Middle East issues; 


six: to recognize that we have reached a new stage in Christian-Jewish relations and 
dialogue. There is greater need for dialogue today. But there are new considerations and 
we may need to seek new partners for dialogue. 


Ninan Koshy 
Director 


I. THE HUMAN CONSEQUENCES OF THE INVASION 


The following is a series of excerpts from CICARWS Situation Reports on the tragic 
consequences of the invasion. The first report was issued 9 June 1982, the last 7 July 1982. As 
this Background Information goes to press (12 July 1982), the situation has deteriorated 
even further. Despite several announced cease-fires, random shelling continues to affect the heart 
of West Beirut, while no political formula has yet succeeded to disengage the military forces in 
and around Beirut. The Palestinians and the Lebanese are trapped militarily, while the Israelis 
are trapped morally and diplomatically in what may well turn out to be a protracted war with- 
out winners. 


9 June 1982 


The massive invasion of Lebanon by Israeli air, sea and land forces has once again 
drawn the attention of the world to the suffering people of that country. 


Beyond the immediate casualty figures available at the time of writing must be added 
the untold and incalculable figure of suffering being experienced by the civilian 
population of southern Lebanon. In just a few days hundreds of thousands of people 
have been affected. 


The area from the Israeli border to Beirut is home for some 750,000 people. Beirut 
itself is believed to have a population of some 1,5 million. An already overcrowded 
situation in that city is being made intolerable by the mass of people now fleeing the 
Israeli invasion in the south. People are now living in public gardens, on the streets, in 
tents and under any shelter that can be found. Food and health facilities are being 
provided by the Red Cross and other organizations including the Middle East Council 
of Churches. But hospitals are full, electricity has been cut and public services are 
already inadequate. 


In addition, areas of heavily populated West Beirut are under air attack and have 
been severely damaged. This indiscriminate bombing must inevitably involve more 
civilian casualties than military. 


10 June 1982 


Latest news from Lebanon indicates that the situation is worsening particularly in 
the Beirut area. Latest Israeli advances bring their troops to the outskirts of the city and 
the dropping of leaflets urging Syrian troops to withdraw peacefully and guaranteeing 
them a safe exit has brought increased consternation to the general populace of Beirut. 
An exchange of messages with Beirut this morning indicates that all entries and exits 
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have been closed with the exception of two roads being kept open for the unlikely 
departure of Syrian troops. 


15 June 1982 


The number of wounded and the death toll expands day after day as the Israeli 
invasion continues around and inside Beirut. Over a million people have now been 
displaced and/or injured. 


The Lebanese government is trying hard to form a “National Council of Salvation”. 
How the Lebanese authorities will interact with the invading forces remains to be seen. 


Access to Beirut is still impossible. Shipment activities will remain difficult for a 
number of days to come, depending on developments. 


MECC continues to coordinate with local organizations and with the ICRC and is in 
touch with Geneva daily. 


MECC has committed part of its stock of goods to an ICRC convoy which is 
preparing to leave for the south when permission is granted. Two shipments of milk 
powder and beef waiting for the MECC in the port of Beirut might be given over to ICRC 
for their distribution activities. 


CICARWS transferred US$ 200,000 on Friday, 11th June to the MECC for needs 
which can be satisfied by local purchasing, such as food and blankets. 


16 June 1982 


The latest news from strife-torn Lebanon indicates that the cease-fire between Israel 
and the Syrians and Palestinians seems to have broken down in a number of places. 
Renewed military action makes it invidious to quote statistics of the suffering. Suffice it 
to say that the need is already enormous and is growing daily. 


Intense diplomatic efforts are taking place on all sides but the plan for a “National 
Council of Salvation” in Lebanon has not yet been successful. 


The latest telex from the MECC indicates that a meeting is to take place today (16 
June) with most of the agencies involved in the relief work in order to establish a team to 
lead a partial pooling of resources and establish procedures to avoid duplication in 
distribution. 


The MECC is supporting the ICRC’s preparations for a convoy to Sidon by 
contributing part of the Beirut warehouse stock. Permission is awaited for transit. 


Christian institutions have made available eleven monasteries and convents to house 
displaced families from the south and from West Beirut. 


On general conditions the MECC reports that food is still available, although 
vegetables are becoming scarce. Electricity is still rationed but a generator is being 
installed in the MECC offices thus making telex available all day. In another develop- 
ment — NEST, the Near East School of Theology has been transformed temporarily into 
a clinic by Palestinian Red Crescent. | 
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17 June 1982 


As a result of the current situation in Lebanon and following discussions with the 
Middle East Council of Churches, a WCC initiated ecumenical team will leave this 
weekend for the Middle East. 


Latest political news reveals that fighting goes on between the Paiestinians and the 
Israeli invading forces in and around Beirut. Diplomatic efforts on all fronts are 
intensifying to avoid a severe battle within West Beirut and to emerge with some new 
terms of political change. 


24 June 1982 


A report received from Sidon on Friday 18 June states that there are no official figures 
regarding casualties, damages and losses. The following indicate the scope and serious- 
ness of the situation for the Lebanese population. It is estimated that there are 50,000 
displaced families in south Lebanon, totalling about 350,000 persons. In Sidon itself, 
there are 100,000 persons without shelter of whom 60,000 are expected to be permanently 
displaced. Among buildings destroyed in Sidon are five mosques and churches, 
including the oldest mosque in the city, and five big schools. The low income housing 
area has been badly hit and some 1,000 persons killed and 2,000 injured. 


Reports from Tyre indicate that the larger part of the city has been destroyed, 100 
persons killed and up to 400 injured. In Jizzine the commercial district has been ruined 
and numerous houses and residential buildings destroyed. 


The damage to the oil tapline is causing a shortage of fuel in the south. This will cause 
problems for the supply of essential services such as water and electricity. Already in 
Sidon, there are signs that disease could be on the increase because of the absence of 
water, electricity and garbage collection. The electric generator station north of Sidon is 
damaged also. 


The government hospital in Sidon has been destroyed. Other hospitals are 
functioning but with a need for plasma to treat burn victims and milk for children. 


In Beirut, we are informed that water is now being sold and that although food is 
becoming more scarce, it is still being supplied from the eastern and northern areas. 
Children have been evacuated from the threatened districts of West Beirut into the east 
and the north but generally families are not leaving their apartments for long periods 
because of the fear that refugees will take them over. 


28 June 1982 


The latest cease-fire accord in Lebanon is still being observed at the time of writing 
but the Israeli psychological warfare carried out with the dropping of thousands of 
leaflets over Beirut at the weekend telling people to leave the city has caused further 
disruption to that beleaguered city. Latest reports indicate that the PLO leadership has 
decided to “fight on ’til death”, and that hundreds of families are choking the crossing 
points into east Beirut in their attempts to leave the threatened zone of military action. 
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The widescale death and destruction caused by the Israeli invasion, particularly 
the bombardment of West Beirut before the weekend cease-fire, is causing more and 
more people and groups to protest against the Israeli activities. 


Eye witness reports from the south communicated to the team in Jerusalem indicate 
an atmosphere of fear. In Tyre and Sidon people are scared to move and are subject to 
rounding up by the Israeli forces, followed by screening and interrogation. New identity 
papers are also being issued. The tracing of relatives has become one of the priorities for 
those working in area as refugees are scattered in the foothills and on the beaches. 


Supply convoys that are being allowed into the area report disruption by military 
authorities and difficulties in getting supplies to the affected people. Troop movements 
of tanks and bulldozers are reported in wide areas. It has also been confirmed from 
Beirut that the Israelis are not allowing the erection of tents for refugees. 


Damage to the refugee camps in the area is high. UNWRA estimates that 50 per cent 
of the camp housing has been destroyed at El Bus, 60 per cent at Rashadiya, 35 percent at 
Burj El Shamali and Ein El Hilweh is totally demolished. It is estimated that 175,000 
refugees have been displaced. 


7 July 1982 


News today indicates that the siege of Beirut is still on but hopeful indications that a 
political settlement might be near are also being reported. How much of this renewed 
emphasis on a peaceful settlement is due to international pressure we shall never know. 
We are aware, however, that many churches in many countries have responded to the 
appeal to make their voices heard and to pressure their own governments into action. 


The WCC team which visited Jerusalem (reported earlier), Beirut and southern 
Lebanon reported at the Monday meeting on their experiences, presented a proposed 
plan of action discussed and prepared with the MECC in Beirut, and expressed their 
belief that thousands of innocent civilian lives are at risk if there is a prolonged siege or 
military attack on West Beirut. 


In a tape-recorded message to the meeting, Mr. Habib recalled the international and 
cultural heritage of Beirut as a centre which welcomed all peoples. He called for prayers, 
solidarity and any kind of action which will stop the disaster of an Israeli assault on the 
city. The ministry of reconciliation, said Mr. Habib, is one which the staff of MECC will 
continue to carry out to the best of their ability as long as possible. 


It is understandable that the Israelis should look for peace, said Mr. Habib, but the 
tragedy is that this peace is being sought at the expense of the peace of others. 
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II. REACTIONS OF CHRISTIAN CHURCHES IN LEBANON 


For many years, churches in the Middle East have appealed to their Western counterparts 
for the basic understanding that the Palestinian cause is central to any possible lasting settle- 
ment of the Arab-Israeli conflict. The following statements by the local churches most 
immediately affected by the conflict should not come as a surprise. They remind the world that 
war cannot eradicate the Palestinian problem, and point to the fact that Lebanon has suffered 
too long and unjustly as the theatre of fighting for the region. 


Telex sent by Jean-Marie Lambert, MECC/Department of Service to Palestinian 
Refugees, Cyprus, 9 June 1982 


Icame back from Amman via Athens and I am in the office till the 17th. Did the WCC 
make some statement or protests against invasion of Lebanon and did WCC react 
against the facts that Palestinians continue to be completely ignored as people? Or 
anything else ? If yes can you send these messages as soon as possible. Hope it will be 
something mentioned in EPS or SOEPI as it was done for Falkland. 


Calls to Gaby, Gregoire Haddad and Adele Menzi yesterday night. They are very 
anxious. Israelis troops few miles from Beirut and it seems Syrians will fight. No news 
from Saida where the situation is dramatic. Demonstrations yesterday evening in Beirut, 
while I was calling, people being angry against the silence and the passivity of inter- 
national public opinion and of the Arab world. 


Personally I am afraid that if complete success of Israeli plan implemented without 
any protests from world it will give free hand to the Israelis in occupied territories. The 
last three months of increasing terrorism against civilians are part of a plan of 
acceleration of cleaning territories from Palestinians, not to speak yet about genocide. 


Hope to hear from you soon. Did you have chance to call your family ? Telephone and 
telex are working when there is electricity few hours a day. 


Best regards — Lambert 


Telex by the Presidents and the General Secretary of the Middle East Council of 
Churches to the General Secretary of the World Council of Churches, 10 June 1982 


Israel is invading Lebanon and causing further destruction and suffering to its 
population and to the Palestinian community. 


This is in addition to the suffering already endured over many years by the people of 
this beloved country. The Middle East Council of Churches hopes therefore that you will 
speak out and demand from the powers concerned that all aggression be stopped and 
that full Lebanese sovereignty be restored. We also need your assurance that you will 
continue to work towards the establishment of a just peace in Lebanon and the Middle 
East as a whole. 


Presidents : 

His Beatitude Patriarch Ignatius IV 
Rev. Dr. H. Aharonian 

General Secretary Gabriel Habib 


Statement by pastors and Christian workers of expatriate communities in West Beirut, 
telexed from MECC headquarters to CICARWS, Geneva, 15 June 1982 


Meeting in Beirut at the invitation of the Middle East Council of Churches and at the 
time of the invasion of Lebanon, we pastors and Christian workers of expatriate com- 
munities in West Beirut affirm our solidarity with all the suffering people in this country. 
We appeal for the permanent cessation of all hostilities in all circumstances and for the 
immediate lifting of the Israeli blockade on Beirut. At least these two conditions are 
crucial for essential relief work to advance. We underline the massive extent of casualties 
and displacement among civilians both Lebanese and Palestinian. This situation is the 
direct result of bombardment of heavily populated sectors of the country. 


We request that our appeal be made known to the member churches of the MECC, 
WCC and their respective state authorities. In acting towards alleviation of suffering 
and towards justice, may we pray for peace in Lebanon and in the region as a whole. 


Press release from the Middle East Council of Churches, 19 June 1982 


The Orthodox and Protestant member churches of the Middle East Council of 
Churches (MECC) held an emergency meeting Thursday, June 18 at the headquarters of 
the MECC in Beirut. The aim of the meeting was to discuss the general situation in the 
country and particularly the tragedy resulting from the Israeli invasion of Lebanon and 
the siege of the city of Beirut. The church representatives commended the MECC relief 
activities undertaken in cooperation with the Lebanese Higher Relief Commission, the 
International Red Cross, the Lebanese Red Cross, UNRWA, and other local organiza- 
tions. The MECC decided at the meeting that it would offer considerable quantities of its 
medical and food supplies to the International Red Cross as aid for the affected people in 
Saida and other parts of South Lebanon as soon as the ICRC is able to enter the city. The 
MECC issued the following statement after the meeting : 


The tragedy in Lebanon has reached an extent which is threatening to the very 
existence of Lebanon and all its citizens. The incredible dimensions of the destruction 
and loss of human life caused by the Israeli invasion urgently impose a national and 
historic responsibility on parties involved to spare Beirut from an even more devastating 
war which could lead to thousands of other victims. Therefore, the Lebanese member 
churches of the MECC support all the efforts and measures undertaken by the President 
and the Lebanese government to save Lebanon and its capital. They instructed the 
MECC to orient all its capacities and its relations with the international Christian bodies 
toward the demand fora cease-fire which would save lives, prevent m more destruction, and 
strive toward a just solution to the Lebanese tragedy. 
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The MECC had held one week earlier an emergency meeting presided over by 
Patriarch Ignatius IV, in which it was decided to launch an emergency relief programme 
for the refugees and displaced persons (whatever their religious or political affiliations) 
affected by the Israeli invasion. After that meeting, telegrams were sent to the President 
and Prime Minister of Lebanon by the MECC, which condemned the Israeli invasion 
and offered its services to the government. The MECC also addressed telegrams to the 
Arab League, the United Nations, the World Council of Churches, and other inter- 
national and religious institutions, urging them to speak out and demand from all 
powers concerned the putting of an end to the Israeli aggression and the elimination of 
all its causes. Such action would enable Lebanon to restore its dignity and sovereignty 
over all its territory. 


Middle East Council of Churches 
Beirut 


Telex sent by the World Student Christian Federation Middle East Office to the WSCF 
Inter-Regional Office, 21 June 1982 


Received your telex and an encouraging message from SCM in the FRG. Tarek 
briefed about phone conversation. Not sure if you could join WCC team. Idea was good. 
Deeply appreciate your moves. Keep denouncing Israeli aggression, atrocities and 
blockade on medical, relief and press work during time needed for military moves and 
liquidation and harrassment of militants and ordinary people. 


Refocus on right of Palestinian people to self-determination. Refuse attitudes which 
in framework of “realpolitik” and under Israeli military fait accompli tend to relegate to 
second degree or even negate this right. Stand courageously in solidarity with a just 
cause. 


Our group continues relief and medical services coordinating with groups of youth 
and students in the area. Office is still a place where people meet. “Movement Social” is 
operating from here. Youth groups in Christian sector express solidarity with our work 
by providing money and supplies, giving blood, etc. News received that contact people in 
Saida are moving. Money is needed there. Wonder if you could make promised transfer. 
If not use WCC-MECC channel. We received small funds from Oxfam for work in Beirut 
and Saida. Needs are huge but we can make our contribution significant. 


Will keep presence whatever developments. Hope West Beirut will be spared 
atrocities of final assaults. Sporadic shelling has happened this morning. Not yet the 
moment for envisaging effects of political changes on our work, though few ideas 
emerging. 

Love to all and families. 


WSCF Middle East Office 


Statement by Palestinian women of Jerusalem, 24 June 1982 


We the Palestinian women of Jerusalem, living under occupation amidst violence, 
oppression and injustice imposed on us by the Zionist occupying forces are horrified to 
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watch helplessly as our people and our Lebanese brethren are being subjected to 
genocide and attempts at liquidation in Lebanon. 


As a part of the Palestinian people, we wish to express the determination of our people 
to fulfil their rights in attaining liberty and nationhood in an independent Palestinian 
State under the leadership of the PLO the sole and legitimate representative of our people 
everywhere. All attempts at liquidating our people and our leadership, and in the process, 
massacring thousands of civilians in Lebanon and devastating the whole country, will 
only strengthen us in our determination to attain our goals. 


Since the illegal and inequitous resolution of the partitioning of our land, we 
Palestinians have engaged ourselves in struggling to attain self-determination and 
human dignity while the Zionists have been waging savage wars indiscriminately in 
order to gain dominance for their particular ideology and religion regardless of other 
religions, peoples or nations. In the name of the “security” of their “state” which was 
established by usurping our land and depriving our people of their security and all their 
national and human rights, world peace is being threatened. 


How can security be achieved for the Zionists while they persist in terrorizing us and 
inflicting more suffering and injustice upon our people? It is very clear that no 
oppressors in this world can ever hope for security as long as they persist on inflicting 
injustice on others. And it is just as clear that no Peace in the Middle East can be achieved 
without the fulfilment of the legitimate rights of the Palestinians. 


The moment of truth has finally come. If humanitarian organizations and the world 
community fail to act effectively and take firm stands against injustice wherever it may 
exist, regardless of vested interests and pressures of evil forces in this world, then 
humanity has to take the consequences and posterity will never forgive our generation 
for our failure to act. 
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Iii. STATEMENTS BY CHURCHES 
AND ECUMENICAL ORGANIZATIONS WORLDWIDE 


Churches outside the Middle East have immediately reacted to the war in Lebanon. There is 
a renewed awareness and sense of alarm regarding the suffering of the Palestinian and Lebanese 
people resulting from the disintegration of Lebanon. Western Christians are coming to realize, 
as these statements illustrate, that their traditional support for the security of Israel must not 
blind them to the legitimate security needs of Lebanon and the Palestinian people. The 
awareness is growing that Israel’s real and lasting security is symmetrically linked with the 
existence of an independent Palestine. In a number of statements, Western churches for the first 
time publicly acknowledge the importance of a role for the PLO in this regard. 


Statement by Asia Bennett, Executive Secretary American Friends Service Committee, 
7 June 1982 


Once again the people of Lebanon are the victims of a proxy war fought primarily on 
their soil. The Israeli Defence Forces have invaded Southern Lebanon, the Palestinians 
have launched rockets into northern Israel, and Israeli forces have met both Palestinian 
and Syrian forces in combatin Southern Lebanon. Again there are loss of life, injury and 
suffering on both sides and among Lebanese not directly involved in the conflict. We are 
deeply grieved and offer our most profound sympathy to all who have been and are 
being affected by the violence. 


While the current round of fighting began as Israel avenged the brutal and senseless 
assassination attempt against her ambassador to Great Britain, an act disavowed by the 
Palestine Liberation Organization, the acknowledged leaders of the Palestinian people, 
the roots of the conflict lie much deeper in the failure of the Government of Israel and the 
leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization mutually to recognize each other's 
rights to national self-determination. 


We call upon Israel, Syria and the Palestine Liberation Organization to agree to an 
immediate cease-fire. We call upon Israel to withdraw her troops immediately from 
Southern Lebanon. | 


The United States Government has failed to formulate a coherent policy toward the 
Middle East. The Administration did not react quickly or strongly enough to the threat 
of an Israeli invasion of Southern Lebanon. Indeed the delay of reaction has been inter- 
preted in Israel as giving that country a “green light” to invade Lebanon. 


We welcome the sending of Philip Habib to the region. The Reagan Administration 
must vigorously pursue negotiations designed to reach a comprehensive resolution of 
the Arab-Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Only a comprehensive resolution will prevent 
further outbreaks of war. All parties to the conflict, especially the Government of Israel 
and the Palestine Liberation Organization, must be brought into negotiations. The goal 
of these negotiations must be to achieve a solution based on the mutual recognition of the 
right of Israel to exist as a sovereign nation within secure pre-1967 boundaries and the 
Palestinian Arab nation’s right to self-determination in the West Bank and the Gaza 
Strip. 


The immediate requirement is that the fighting in Lebanon stop and that Israeli 
troops withdraw from Southern Lebanon. Inclusive negotiations toward a decisive 
resolution of the Arab-Israeli-Palestinian conflict must then be undertaken promptly 
and urgently, with strong, focused support of the negotiations from the United States 
Government. There must not be another occasion like the present one for killing and 
destruction. 


Press release by the Acting General Secretary of the World Council of Churches, 
9 June 1982 


Geneva (EPS) — The invasion of Lebanon by Israeli air, sea and land forces has 
been condemned by the World Council of Churches which urged that the Israeli forces 
withdraw from Lebanon. 


The Acting General Secretary, Mr. Patrick Coidan, reiterated a call made last year for 
a cessation of Israeli attacks against Lebanon and Palestinians in south Lebanon with 
the demand that Israel should withdraw unconditionally all its armed forces from 
Lebanon immediately. “Israel cannot continue to ignore the Palestinian question or to 
use it as a pretext to justify armed aggression against third parties including sovereign 
states”, added Mr. Ninan Koshy, Director of the WCC’s International Affairs Com- 
mission, today. 


Background Information : 

In 1981 the WCC’s General Secretary, Dr. Philip Potter, called for a political, non- 
military solution to the problems of the area. He drew attention to three basic facts about 
the conflict: that Lebanon is and should remain a sovereign country; that all countries 
in the region have legitimate security interests, particularly Israel and Syria, however this 
cannot be defined at the cost of Lebanon; and thirdly, that there can be no solution 
without negotiation. 


In the 1981 statement from the Commission on International Affairs the call for a 
termination of Israeli attacks was supplemented with the affirmation that the security 
of both Israel and Lebanon depends upon Israeli recognition of Palestinian self- 
determination. 


The world’s churches have, for many years, had a very close interest in the area. A 
programme for Palestinian refugees is over 30 years old. Since 1977 a reconstruction 
and rehabilitation programme has been in operation in Lebanon. In addition the WCC 
has made clear in statements over the years that a military solution is not the answer to 
the area’s problems. 
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The Commission on Inter-Church Aid, Refugee and World Service of the WCC is 
concerting its efforts with the Middle East Council of Churches in order to respond to 
the emergency needs resulting from this situation, in the framework of the overall 
Lebanon emergency reconstruction and rehabilitation appeal. 


Telegram sent to President Reagan by William P. Thompson, Stated Clerk, and J. 
Oscar McCloud, General Director, Program Agency, United Presbyterian Church 
in the USA, 9 June 1982 


Present military actions by Israel forces have violated the sovereignty of Lebanon 
and broken the cease-fire arranged by Ambassador Habib between Israel and the PLO, 
which has been observed by the PLO for nine months. Israel seized upon the attempted 
assassination of Ambassador Argov as cause to mount a massive bombing of Lebanon 
despite PLO denials of involvement and before any evidence PLO culpability. The same 
sequence of events occurred in April when the PLO said it would continue to adhere to 
the cease-fire provided Israel stopped the bombings. PLO response to the June bombings 
was predictable and provided Israel with the excuse needed to invade Lebanon, plans for 
which had been developed and publicized for many months. 


We urgently request action by our government that will stop present and future 
aggressive use of American arms against the people of Lebanon and especially 
non-combatants. We are reliably told that American-made planes have been used 
in the bombings that have killed Lebanese civilians and destroyed ambulances 
and supplies of blood plasma and food stuffs. 


We support the United States commitment to defend the existence of the State of 
Israel, but that commitment must not be misused to cover such aggressive actions 
against neighbouring countries and the current full-scale bombing and invasion 
of Lebanon. We urge immediate action bilaterally and in the United Nations to 
secure prompt Israeli withdrawal, provide assistance for the rehabilitation of 
Lebanon, and guarantees of its future sovereign independence. 


We assert again that prospects for future peace and stability in the Middle East 
depend upon a just, negotiated settlement of the Palestinian question. 


(Also sent to Alexander Haig, Secretary of State; and Nicholas Veliotas, Assistant 
Secretary of State for Middle Eastern and West Asian affairs.) 


Telegram sent to President Reagan by Avery Post, President, United Church of Christ, 
and Kenneth Teegarden, President, Christian Church (Disciples of Christ), 10 June 1982 


Mr. President, 


You have our wholehearted support for the making of firm demands, backed by 
sanctions, for Israel to stop immediately military action in Lebanon and return its forces 
to its own territory, in accordance with the United Nations Security Council resolution. 
We recognize and support Israel’s legitimate security needs. But there is an equally 
pressing need to maintain American integrity. The United States must oppose armed 
aggression by one nation against another, whether the aggressor be our friend or our foe. 
Israel has clearly transgressed the bounds of legitimate self-defence. 
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We have received reports from reliable Christian sources in Lebanon of widespread 
civilian casualties, destruction of medical facilities and supplies and critical shortage of 
food and water. An Israeli assault on Beirut and its heavily populated surroundings will 
create additional need for civilian aid. We urge you to order an immediate United States 
relief effort for the unfortunate people of Lebanon. Our churches are prepared to assist in 
this effort through Church World Service and the Middle East Council of Churches. 


Further, Mr. President, we urge you to call upon all governments in the Middle East 
and their arms suppliers to abide by the humanitarian principles held in common by 
Christians, Jews and Muslims and to refrain from further military action in Lebanon. 
The political problems in Lebanon cannot be solved by military means. 


Telegram sent to President Reagan by Rev. Armstrong, President, National Council of 
Churches of Christ, USA, 10 June 1982 


“Appreciate your efforts to date in achieving observance of UN Security Council 
Resolutions 508 and 509 in Lebanon conflict. Encourage you to take strongest measures 
to achieve immediate cease-fire in Lebanon before further death and destruction 
imposed on that tragic country. It is now urgent that the US take new diplomatic 
initiatives along with European allies to begin Israel-Palestinian negotiations as 
necessary means of resolving this conflict. New situation requires bold action un- 
encombered by formulas of the past. We pray for strength for you to take leadership that 
events demand”. 


Resolution by the World Student Christian Federation, 10 June 1982 


The World Student Christian Federation, shocked by the news of Israel’s invasion of 
Lebanon by air, sea and land forces 


- condemns this barbarous act which is inflicting renewed suffering on defenceless 
people; 


- urges the Israeli government to stop the illegal aggression against the sovereign state 
of Lebanon and to withdraw immediately and unconditionally all its armed forces 
from Lebanon; 


- reaffirms its solidarity in Christian witness with the innocent victims of the invasion 
and with the people of Lebanon; 


- reiterates its solidarity with the Palestinian people and its sole legitimate represent- 
ative, the Palestine Liberation Organization; 


- reiterates its 1981 resolution urging the member movements to press their govern- 
ments and the Israeli government to comply with the resolutions and recom- 
mendations of the United Nations; 


- urges the UN Security Council to adopt urgently comprehensive sanctions against 


Israel in the hope of preventing such future use of armed force by this regime against 
Lebanon and other neighbouring countries; 
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- commends the work of the Orthodox Youth Movement of the Church of Antioch and 
the WSCF Middle East Committee for their courageous efforts to ce the victims of 
the invasion and renews its solidarity with them; 


- calls upon member movements, related agencies and friends in the ecumenical 
community to support this work in every way, by making intercessions, spreading 
information and giving necessary aid. 


Statement by Asia Bennett, Executive Secretary, American Friends Service Committee, 
10 June 1982 


Prime Minister Begin’s government claims that it must once again invade Lebanon to 
destroy the Palestine Liberation Organization, thus protecting Israeli citizens in the 
Northern Galilee. This defence of the military action carries little weight. Before the 
invasion a ten-month old cease-fire was in effect in which there was no shelling from the 
PLO into northern Israeli cities. Maintaining that cease-fire and finding ways to broaden 
its scope would have been the real protection of people and cities of the Galilee of Israel. 


For some months Israel’s Defence Minister, Mr. Sharon, has been circulating plans 
for an invasion of Lebanon. Our own AFSC delegations and knowledgeable diplomats 
warned of Israel’s impending invasion. Hence, we can only believe that the Reagan 
Administration’s failure to restrain Israel, as General Sharon launched his invasion, 
gave the Israeli government the “green light” to proceed. Further United States involve- 
ment lies in the fact that Israel is using American weapons financed by US tax dollars. In 
employing these weapons for offensive purposes Israel is violating the Arms Export 
Control Act and the 1952 Israel-US Mutual Defence Assistance Agreement. 


The AFSC has received a telex from its staff in Beirut regarding the impact of the 
Israeli invasion on Lebanese and Palestinian people. In just two days of the fighting 
several thousand people have been affected. The area from the Israeli border to Beirut is 
home for some 750,000 people. Beirut itself is believed to have a population of one and a 
half million, and an already crowded situation in that city is being made intolerable by 
the mass of people now fleeing the Israeli invasion in the south. People are living in 
public gardens, on the streets in tents and under any shelter that can be found, thus 
becoming refugees in their own country. Hospitals are full; electricity has been cut. Many 
warehouses containing foodstuffs of the Government Relief Committee have been 
completely destroyed. Many cars are buried with people inside. 


Contributions for humanitarian aid to civilian war victims of the invasion can be sent 
to the American Friends Service Committee, 1501 Cherry Street, Philadelphia, PA 19102. 


Telex sent to the WSCF Middle East Office by the National Assembly of Delegates of the 
Student Christian Movement (ESG) in the Federal Republic of Germany, 12 June 1982 


While meeting as National Assembly of SCM delegates and deliberating on our 
future work, Israeli troops were entering the West of Beirut where the regional office of 
your work is located. With anger and sorrow we are thinking of this war of Israel against 
the liberation movement of the Palestinians, with whom we declare our solidarity by 
our work. 


ae 


Telegram addressed to the MECC by the Synod of the Evangelical Reformed Church of 
Bern/Jura, Switzerland, 16 June 1982 


Dear brothers and sisters, 


In view of the sorrowful situation which you have to live through during these days, 
we would like to express our solidarity with you. We are deeply distressed about the war 
which is causing once again more suffering and destruction than reconciliation and 
understanding. 


Through the ecumenical contacts established recently between you and our church, 
we have come to see the importance of the work done by the MECC. We are asking for 
God’s help so that He may give you strength for your efforts to bring about recon- 
ciliation and unity in this threatening situation. 


(unofficial translation from the German original) 


Statement by Brazilian Christians and Jews, issued in Sao Paulo, 16 June 1982 


The Human Rights Commission of the Archdiocese of Sao Paulo, the Committee for 
the Defence of Human Rights in the Southern Cone (CLAMOR), the Santo Dias Centre 
for Human Rights of the Archdiocese of Sao Paulo, and members of the Jewish 
community in Sao Paulo want to publicly affirm their repudiation of the violence 
inflicted by the government of Menahem Begin on the Palestinians, Lebanese, Druze 
and other peoples living in the region. 


The indiscriminate bombings, hitting civilians and expelling them from their land 
and homes, violate the most elementary principles of human rights. 


We affirm our solidarity with all the victims and denounce the present government 
of Israel. By its actions it offends the humanist traditions of its own people and insults the 
memory of the millions who died as a result of the nazi-fascist terror, less than two 
generations ago. 


(unofficial translation from the Portuguese original) 


Message to the Middle East Council of Churches by the General Secretary of the World 
Council of Churches telexed to Beirut, 17 June 1982 


Attn. : His Beatitude Ignatios IV 
Bishop Athanasios 

Dr. Aharonian 

Mr. Gabi Habib 


I have received the moving messages sent by you as Presidents and General Secretary 
of MECC and hasten to reassure you of the continuing commitment of the WCC to 
working towards the establishment of a just peace in Lebanon and the Middle East as a 
whole. Together with many of our member churches the WCC has already urgently 
appealed for unconditional and immediate withdrawal of all Israel’s armed forces from 
Lebanon. I reiterate this appeal, recalling that the WCC has consistently deplored the 
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escalation of violence whether through random acts of brutality and terror or through 
dangerous concepts of “limited war”. 


The present UN estimate of well over one million people in Lebanon being directly 
affected by the recent Israeli invasion confirms the alarming scale of the present crisis. 
The information about both Lebanese and Palestinian people suffering such consider- 
able and grievous civilian casualties, with whole communities held hostage and deprived 
of relief, has led the WCC to explore every possible means to bring relief supplies into 
Lebanon. We are appealing to our member churches for urgent gifts in cash and, where 
appropriate, in material aid. We express our greatest admiration and give thanks to God 
for the heroic and effective way in which the churches of Lebanon and the MECC 
together with other aid agencies are providing relief facilities despite the tremendous 
physical difficulties and dangers you are facing. 


Our immediate concern is with the urgency of ensuring an effective and durable 
cease-fire to spare not only civilians but also armed forces from further futile slaughter. 
On a longer term, but no less urgently, we assure you of the WCC’s support for the need 
to respect and re-establish Lebanese integrity and sovereignty. The WCC also continues 
to recognize the need for mutually recognized and secure frontiers for the State of Israel. 
Furthermore, since the issue of Palestine is inseparably linked with the security of both 
Lebanon and Israel, the WCC reaffirms the need for realizing the long delayed rights of 
the Palestinian people to self-determination and statehood. 


We are appealing to all our member churches to bear up in prayer all the Christian 
communities of the Middle East together with all their Muslim and Jewish neighbours. 
May you all be led into the ways of justice and peace. 


Dr. Philip Potter 
General Secretary 
World Council of Churches (WCC) 


Statement by the Student Christian Movement of the Netherlands (NCSV) and Dutch 
Christians for Socialism (CvS) 


The Dutch SCM —NCSV — shocked by the news, coming from Lebanon, fully 
underscribes the WSCF statement concerning the Israeli aggression. 


More than ever we see ourselves confronted with the task of bringing clarity into the 
discussion in the Dutch churches about Israel. We can’t believe that God is on the side of 
this aggressive Israel. On the contrary, the Palestinian people and its organization 
— PLO — and the Lebanese people, should be supported by the Dutch churches. 


Press release issued by the General Secretary of the British Council of Churches, 
17 June 1982 | 


1. We condemn Israel’s armed invasion of Lebanon. We are appalled by the brutality 
of the attack, the scale of the human suffering, and the fact that most of the victims were 
innocent civilians. Although unconfirmed at this stage, reports from the Lebanese Red 
Cross indicate that up to 600,000 people may have been rendered homeless in five days, 
which is more than during the whole of the Palestine War of 1947-9. 
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2. Humanitarian Aid 

We urge the Israeli military authorities to allow the International Committee of the 
Red Cross and other humanitarian agencies access to areas of need. We appeal to 
Christians to contribute generously to the relief of suffering: contributions to the 
humanitarian work of the Middle East Council of Churches may be directed through 
Christian Aid (P.O. Box 1, London SW9). We urge the British and Irish governments to 
contribute to UN and Red Cross-Red Crescent programmes of aid for Lebanon. 


3. World Order 

We reaffirm our view that international frontiers should not be violated by armed 
forces and that international disputes should be resolved by peaceful means, in 
accordance with the UN Charter. The Israeli attack has severely damaged the UN and 
eroded what was still valid in the spirit of Camp David. 


4. Lebanon 

It has been suggested that the Lebanon should be divided into Christian and Moslem 
mini-states under foreign patronage. We believe that to impose such arrangement 
without the agreement of the people will not lead to peace and stability in the area. We 
urge states with influence in the region to enable the people of the Lebanon to determine 
their own future free from external pressures. 


5. Palestinians 

We believe that the Lebanese problem cannot be finally resolved until substantial 
progress has been made in the Palestine-Israel problem; and that the onslaught on the 
Palestinians in Lebanon will not destroy their determination to continue me struggle for 
a homeland of their own. 


6. Arms 

Armed conflict cannot take place without weapons. Those who supplied the arms 
used in the recent fighting bear a heavy responsibility. We urge our own and other 
governments to exercise much greater restraint in the supply of arms, especially to the 
Middle East and other areas of tension. 


7. We deplore the attack on Ambassador Argov and all terrorist acts. We express our 
deep sympathy to his family and to all other victims of terrorism as well as to the 
hundreds of thousands injured, bereaved or rendered homeless during the fighting in 
Lebanon. 


We pray that those with power in Lebanon today will act with mercy and generosity. 


Resolution by the World Student Christian Federation, 18 June 1982 

The World Student Christian Federation, shocked by the news that well over one 
million people in Lebanon are being directly affected by the recent Israeli invasion by 
air, sea and land forces 


- reiterates its June 10th, 1982 resolution; 


- reaffirms its solidarity in Christian witness with Lebanese and Palestinian people 
suffering tremendous casualties; 
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- requests the immediate and unconditional cessation of all hostilities and the 
immediate lifting of the blockade on Beirut in order to allow the essential relief work 
to advance; 


- urges its member movements to communicate this resolution as widely as possible 
and to act on it as appropriate. 


Statement by Archbishop Mikko Juva and Bishop Samuel Lehtonen, Committee for 
Foreign Affairs of the Church of Finland, 18 June 1982 


The news of the recent events in Lebanon has been shocking. It is discouraging to see 
that a nation that has suffered so much during its own history is now causing so much 
suffering to hundreds of thousands of innocent civilians through its military actions. 
Whatever we think about the problem of Israel and Palestine, the “peace” that Israel can 
possibly bring about through its military actions cannot under any circumstances justify 
such enormous destruction and suffering and it cannot be a lasting peace. 


The Church of Finland Committee for Foreign Affairs expresses its deep concern 
about the events in Lebanon and appeals to the citizens of our country for prompt 
assistance to the victims of the war in Lebanon either through finnchurchaid or other 
relief organizations. 


(unofficial translation from the Finnish original) 


Open letter to Gabriel Habib, General Secretary, Middle East Council of Churches by 
the Executive Group of the Commission of the Churches on International Affairs, 
19 June 1982 


The Executive Group of the Commission of the Churches on International Affairs 
of the World Council of Churches expresses its deep regret at your absence and deplores 
the circumstances which have prevented your attendance at this meeting in New York, 
16-18 June 1982. Please be assured that our prayers have been constantly with you, your 
family, and all those associated with the MECC. Through you we extend our sympathies 
to all those in Lebanon who have fallen victim to this act of aggression. 


Wecondemn this newinvasion of Lebanon by Israel. It violates international law and 
disregards international public opinion. It is morally indefensible. This long pre- 
meditated attack and occupation has created a new situation with very grave con- 
sequences for the future of peace and justice in the Middle East. We have repeatedly 
denounced the use of military force as a substitute for negotiations to resolve conflict. 
Such an action can hardly bring either peace or security to any of the parties to the 
conflict. 


This invasion has brought death to thousands, the vast majority civilians, rendered 
hundreds of thousands homeless, and caused untold suffering for more than a million 
human beings directly affected. The Israeli army’s action in blocking supplies of goods 
and materials to the victims in Lebanon, and its interference with relief operations of UN 
peace-keeping forces violate internationally accepted standards of behaviour in 
situations of armed conflict. 
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We reiterate our support for the suffering Lebanese and Palestinian peoples, for 
efforts to protect the sovereignty and territorial integrity of Lebanon and for the right of 
the Palestinian people to national self-determination and statehood just as Israel has the 
right to exist within secure and guaranteed borders. 


Be assured of the continuing support for your and the MECC’s efforts to come to the 
aid of the victims and to bring a just peace to Lebanon and the whole of the Middle East. 


On behalf of the Executive Group 
Olle Dahlén, Moderator; Ninan Koshy, Director 


Appeal by the National Council of the Protestant Federation of France, meeting in 
Glay, 19 and 20 June 1982 


Once again, a war is being fought in Lebanon, more cruel than others, and supported 
by the big powers with the consent of the merchants of arms and the defenders of 
ideologies. As always, it is the poorest who pay. 


As members of the Council of the Protestant Federation of France, which has 
consistently defended the right of the Jews to exist, in particular during the Second World 
War, we have not only been informed by the media, but have also been contacted by the 
Middle East Council of Churches (MECC), the World Council of Churches (WCC), and 
the partners of CIMADE. We are therefore particularly conscious of the deadly violence 
and the magnitude of the suffering. 


This situation is a direct result of the bombings of very densely populated areas of the 
country. Our correspondents underline the massive extent of casualties and dis- 
placement among both Lebanese and Palestinian civilians. 


We want to affirm the right of all people in the Near East to live in a homeland. It is 
the international responsibility to guarantee this right. The Near East will not become a 
land where people can live as long as one population is trying to eliminate another by 
force, as long as the land and the power is not going to be truly shared among all. This is 
our conviction. 


With our brothers of the Christian churches in the Middle East, we “appeal for the 
permanentcessation of all hostilities in all circumstances and for the immediate lifting of 
the Israeli blockade on Beirut”. At least these two conditions are crucial for essential 

relief work to advance. 


We instantly call on our communities to pray for peace and justice, and to respond to 
the appeal of CIMADE to help in alleviating the sufferings of the victims of this war. The 
most immediate needs are: tents, blankets, medicine, food, and means of trans- 
portation... 


Financial contributions should be sent to CIMADE, 176 rue de Grenelle, 75007 Paris 
(CCP Paris 4088-87 Y); or to the Commission d’entraide of the Protestant Federation of 
France, 47 rue de Clichy, 75009 Paris (CCP 14 1431 - Paris). 


(unofficial translation from the French original) 


2, 


Declaration by the ‘““Moderamen” of the Council of Churches in the Netherlands, 
21 June 1982 


We are shocked and horrified by the recent chain of violent acts between Israel and 
the Palestinians. The attack on Ambassador Argov was followed by Israeli bombarding 
of Beirut and other Lebanese places, causing dozens of casualties. The Palestine 
Liberation Organization (PLO) retaliated by shelling Israeli settlements in North 
Galilee. What followed was an invasion of Lebanon by Israel, apparently well prepared 
during a long time. A large part of the country was occupied by Israel. Approximately 
10,000 Lebanese, Palestinians and Syrians were killed as a result of the bombardments 
and the shooting. Many others are wounded, tens of thousands lost their homes and 
properties and wander around without shelter. Once again the state and the people of 
Lebanon are the innocent victims of the battle between Israel and the Palestinians. 


Repeatedly we have declared to be in favour of Jsrael’s right to a state and security as 
well as the Palestinians’ right to self-determination and political existence. We pleaded for 
negotiations between Israel and the PLO and for their mutual recognition. We remain 
convinced that this will be the only way which may offer a chance of breaking the spiral 
of violence. 


Because of our bond with Israel we cannot keep silent about the fact that our under- 
standing of “The Law and the Prophets” dictates us to consider Israel’s present course as 
a fatal one. Efforts to gain the complete capitulation of the enemy by means of violence 
will only lead to a would-be-solution. Feelings of resentment and bitterness will deepen 
and acts of violence and counter-violence will increase again. 


We express our solidarity to the Middle East Council of Churches and its never 
ending efforts to bring various segments of the population together. 


We appeal to the churches and the Christians in the Netherlands to show their 
solidarity with the Lebanese people through sustained aid to the victims of this war. 


We ask our own churches to pray in their intercessions for all those concerned. We 
ask to support all initiatives which can lead to reconciliation and peace and which aim at 
justice for all parties involved. 


(Translation from the Dutch original as received from the Council of Churches in the Netherlands) 


Statement by Bishop Gibran, President of the Australian Council of Churches, 
21 June 1982 


ACC President, His Grace Bishop Gabriel Gibran of the Antiochian Orthodox 
Church, himself Lebanese, said in calling for church support for the Lebanon Appeal : 
“My people in Lebanon are the innocent victims of a war which is not of their making. 
Lebanon has become the battlefield for conflicts between other countries. I urge all 
people of good will and particularly call on fellow Christians to pray for Lebanon and to 
respond to this Appeal for assistance to the victims of this war. Lebanon must not be left 
to pay the price alone for their commitment to justice for the Palestinian people. There 
can be no peace in the Middle East until Israel recognized the rights of the Palestinian 
people to self-determination.” 
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Statement by a group of German scientists, theologians, journalists and politicians, 
21 June 1982 


Israel’s new invasion of Lebanon destroys, by an escalation of violence, the hopes for 
peace in the region. We — scientists, theologians, journalists and politicians, who have 
been involved for many years in the problems of maintaining a Jewish-Arab dialogue 
and the conditions for lasting peace in the Near East — request the Israeli government 
to immediately withdraw its troops. We appeal to the Israeli public opinion to press its 
government to stop the invasion. At the same time we appeal to our federal government, 
to the political and trade union organizations, to put direct pressure, and indirectly 
through the EEC and the USA, on the Israeli government to comply with the unanimous 
resolution of the Security Council of the UN of June 6, 1982. 


Already previous invasions of South Lebanon have not brought peace any closer. The 
new invasion too brings death and destruction, and the tragedy of refugees to the civilian 
population. The already proclaimed prospect of a longer occupation will lead to the 
oppression of the Arab population and possibly to further annexations. Such escalation 
goes beyond legitimate self-defence. It will not advance the peace process. Rather it will 
reinforce the violent aspects of the conflict. Three years of negotiations for autonomy 
have not yielded any results. Moreover, the present policy applied to the occupied 
territories has shown that unless the rights of the Palestinians are recognized and with- 
out their political participation, there will be no lasting peace. The new war is not going 
to change these conditions for a peaceful settlement of the conflict. 


We recognize the historical responsibility of the Germans towards the Jews. How- 
ever this does not mean that we tolerate a policy of violence denying fundamental nghts 
to other people. 


Prof. Dr. Friedemann Biittner 
Prof. Dr. Baber Johansen 


Among the first signatories are: 

Prof. Dr. Ulrich Albrecht, FU Berlin; Prof. Dr. Abraham Ashkenasi, FU Berlin; Helga 
Baumgarten, FU Berlin; Vikar Werner Baumgarten, Tubingen; Prof. Dr. Ullrich Boehm, 
Univ. Bremen; Lenelotte von Bothmer, MdB aD, Schriftstellerin, Hannover; Prof. Dr. 
Friedemann Bittner, FU Berlin; Dr. Alexander Flores, Gesamthochschule Essen; Prof. 
DD. DD. Helmut Gollwitzer, Berlin; Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Haug, FU Berlin; Dr. Erdmute 
Heller, Journalistin, Miinchen; Prof. Dr. Baber Johansen, FU Berlin; Landesvorstand 
der Jungsozialisten, Berlin; Prof. Dr. Helmut Mejcher, Univ. Hamburg; Jirgen 
Mollemann, MdB; Pastor Peter Ohnesorg, Gottingen; Prof. Dr. Peter J. Opitz, Univ. 
Miinchen; Gerd von Paczensky, Journalist, KOnigswinter; Pastorin Bee Ruys, Berlin; 
Dr. Alexander Schélch, Gesamthochschule Essen; Prof. Dr. Fred Scholz, FU Berlin; 
Prof. Dr. Fritz Steppat, FU Berlin; Prof. Dr. Bassam Tibi, Univ. Gottigen; Dr. Gerhard 
Weiher, FU Berlin; Prof. Dr. Stefan Wild, Univ. Bonn; Ruth Zutt, MdB; Dr. Paul Loffler, 
Missionsakademie an der Universitat Hamburg; Priv.-Doz. Dr. Johano Strasser, FU 
Berlin; Dr. Manfred Vohrer, MGB. 


(unofficial translation from the German original) 
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Statement by the President of the Council of the Evangelical Church in Germany 
(EKD), Bishop Eduard Lohse, 25 June 1982 


The hostilities occasioned by the occupation of parts of Lebanon by Israeli troops are 
causing great concern to the Council of the Evangelical Church in Germany (EKD). 
During the last seven years, in a situation of civil war, the civilian population of Lebanon 
has suffered enough. The new toll of blood it has to pay now, hitting Lebanese and 
Palestinians alike, increases the hatred between the political opponents and makes 
peace efforts in the Near East even more difficult. In this atmosphere of extremely sharp 
divergences, neither the legitimate aspiration of Israel to recognized, safe borders, nor 
the right of the Palestinians to self-determination in their own homeland can be realized. 
A peaceful solution to the hostilities which is longed for by all, is difficult to achieve by 
armed violence. Only a solution based on reason and readiness to compromise can bring 
about a quick end to the fears and the suffering of the population of Lebanon. 


The Evangelical Church in Germany feels at this time particularly related to the 
Middle East Council of Churches (MECC), its member churches in Lebanon, and to the 
small German-speaking evangelical community in Beirut. We recall the words of 
greetings addressed to the Synod of the EKD last year by the General Secretary of the 
MECC, Gabriel Habib: “The churches in the Middle East are being called through 
suffering to witness for the resurrected Christ who brings hope and peace for all people 
and nations”. In the common hope for peace I am calling the evangelical Christians of 
our country to intercede for Lebanon and its inhabitants, as well as to help actively in 
alleviating the suffering. 


(unofficial translation from the German original) 


Telegrams sent to the Italian Prime Minister and the Israeli Ambassador in Rome by the 
Moderator of the Tavola Valdese (Waldensian Church), 28 June 1982 


The Hon. Prof. Giovanni Spadolini 
Prime Minister 
Rome 

On the basis of the fundamental teachings of Christ, the Tavola Valdese urges and 
calls upon the Italian government to use all its influence to ensure that the 1949 Geneva 
Conventions be applied by the Israeli army in regard of the Palestinian prisoners of war. 


Trusting in your high moral and humanitarian sensitivity, I am respectfully, 


es Giorgio Bouchard 
Moderator 
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Israeli Embassy in Italy 
Via Mercati 12 
Rome 


Kindly request to transmit to your government following message : 


In the spirit of Is. 42:5-7 the Tavola Valdese calls upon the Israeli government to 
treat the Palestinian prisoners of war captured in Lebanon according to the terms of the 
1949 Geneva Conventions. Respectfully, 


Giorgio Bouchard 
Moderator 


(unofficial translation from the Italian original) 


Statement issued by 15 leaders in the Christian churches in Canada, 29 June 1982 


We, leaders in the Christian churches in Canada, condemn the invasion of Lebanon 
by Israeli air, sea and land forces and urge the immediate withdrawal of Israeli forces 
from Lebanon. 


The Israeli invasion of Lebanon is an attack on a sovereign country, totally dis- 
proportionate to any provocation. The Israeli forces have undertaken recurrent and 
indiscriminate bombing and shelling of the civilian population of Southern Lebanon. 
Finally, the invasion undermines, if not shatters, the efforts made over the last four years 
to move towards a negotiated settlement of the Arab-Israeli dispute. 


The current situation makes it clear that there can be no just peace without a 
negotiated settlement, which should include the re-establishment of a genuine 
independence for Lebanon and the achievement of an autonomous political entity on 
the West Bank and the Gaza for the Palestinians, which will not preclude the long-range 
possibility of a Palestinian state. 


We repeat our long-standing condemnation of terrorism and we call upon the 
Palestine Liberation Organization and the Arab states to accept the legitimacy and 
permanence of Israel. Israel’s desire to ensure its security is understandable; however, no 
country ought to promote its security at the cost of another sovereign state. 


We welcome the forthrightness of the Prime Minister’s criticism of the Israeli 
invasion and the Government’s decision to give funds to the Red Cross to meet the 
desperate needs of the victims of this invasion. In addition, we urge the Government to 
undertake initiatives to achieve a major, effective United Nations presence in the region 
and a substantial role for the United Nations in a search for a just solution. 


The Canadian churches have already responded to the appeal of the churches in the 
Middle East for both moral and financial support for their relief efforts. We are now 
appealing to our church members to contribute funds to the relief agencies of their 
churches to augment the flow of material aid going to the Middle East. 
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The Statement on the invasion of Lebanon has been signed by: 


Rev. Dr. Donald W. Anderson, General Secretary, Canadian Council of Churches; 

Rt. Rev. Robert Binhammer, President, Lutheran Church in America, Canada Section; 

Rev. Will Kroon, General Secretary, Reformed Church in America, Ontario Classis; 

Rev. Dr. Russel Legge, Moderator, Christian Church (Disciples of Christ); 

Rev. Francis Bruce, Executive Minister, Christian Church (Disciples of Christ); 

Rev. George Malcolm, General Secretary, Board of World Mission, Presbyterian Church 
in Canada; 

Senator Heath Macquarrie, Chairman, International Affairs; 

Rev. Ralph Kendall, Chairman, Overseas Relations, Presbyterian Church in Canada; 

Rev. M.A. Marcos, Priest - in-Charge, Coptic Orthodox Church; 

Mr. Michael Morcos, Deacon, Coptic Orthodox Church; 

Rev. Dr. Donald Ray, General Secretary, United Church of Canada; 

Most Rev. Edward W. Scott, Primate, Anglican Church of Canada; 

Rt. Rev. Sotirios, Bishop of Toronto (Canada), Greek Orthodox Church; 

Dr. Ronald Watts, General Secretary, Baptist Convention of Ontario and Quebec; 

Most Rev. Henri Légoré, Archbishop, President of the Canadian Conference of Catholic 
Bishops. 


Statement by the Student Christian Movement in Sweden, 29 June 1982 


We — the Student Christian Movement in Sweden — are terribly shocked by the 
ongoing aggression showed by the Israeli government. It causes enormous suffering to 
the people in Lebanon and destroys the future in many ways. We send our thoughts and 
prayers of solidarity to friends — known and unknown — who are struggling against 
invaders. We are sure that your forces and your struggle in a greater perspective are 
stronger than barbarous acts of the invaders. We hope and pray that your suffering soon 
will come to a definite end and we ask all those who fight for peace and righteousness to 
stand up by your side. 


In solidarity — for peace. 


Appeal from the French Episcopate, 29 June 1982 


War does not solve anything. Neither in Lebanon nor elsewhere. When armed forces 
take over, terrorism appears and violence breaks out. In these convulsions, peoples 
defend their right to exist on one earth: Lebanese, Palestinians and Jews. 


The Jewish identity is a nation, a revelation, a land. International organizations had 
promised to preserve it. The states have no doubt insufficiently guaranteed the rights of 
Israel. 


Islam also bases itself on a revelation. It is massively present in the Arab world where 
it seeks solidarity and wishes to express itself in the community of nations. 


The Palestinians — Muslims and Christians — pushed back from and called into 


question in the land where they lived, appeal to the right of people to self-determination 
in liberty and on their land. 
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Lebanon, witness and victim, deeply hurt by this conflict is lying at the mercy of 
foreign forces. 


In this competition among the rights of several peoples to establish themselves in one 
country, will the international community be powerless and world opinion un- 
concerned ? 


As Christians, we have solidarity with Jews and Muslims as members of the great 
spiritual families born from the faith in one God. We reject any anti-Semitism from 
wherever it comes. We respect Islam : the Muslims faith is the second largest religious 
family in France. 


In France, the collaboration, mutual comprehension and support among Jews, 
Muslims and Christians, in the name of the God of Abraham, are forces of peace and 
hope. In the name of the only God, we have the vocation to become together “the builders 
of peace”. With John Paul II we pray for peace... Let us take the risks for peace so that 
right, reason and a sense of responsibility overcome the blindness of violence. 


Jean Vilnet 
President of the French Episcopal Conference 


(unofficial translation from the French original) 


Resolution adopted by the Christian Conference of Asia Youth Programme Committee, 
30 June 1982 


WHEREAS the Youth Programme Committee of the Christian Conference of Asia 
meeting in Doi Suthep, Thailand, June 1982, having been appraised of the current crisis 
in Beirut; 


EXPRESSES its strong protest at the action of the Israeli government in its vindictive 
policy bringing untold suffering and misery to the civilian population of Lebanon; 


FURTHER EXPRESSES its concern and solidarity with the people of Lebanon, 
and the Palestinian people; 


CONCERNED about the loss of civilian lives; 


DEMANDS the Israeli government withdraw its forces unconditionally from 
Lebanon; 


CALLS UPON the United Nations to take such steps as are necessary to prevent such 


incidents in the Middle East by attending to the root cause of injustices done to the 
Palestinian people. 


Appeal to member churches and National Councils of Churches in Western Europe and 
North America by the General Secretary of the World Council of Churches, 30 June 1982 


We have just received the following telex from members of WCC team visiting 
Lebanon : 


Bs! 


“Reports that Prime Minister Begin has withdrawn the Israeli assurance that their 
forces will not enter West Beirut once again raises the spectre of mass destruction and 
loss of innocent life. 


There are hundreds of thousands of Lebanese civilians and an estimated 200,000 
Palestinian refugees, many of them living up to ten in a room and in basements, in West 
Beirut. For most of these people fleeing the city as advised by Israeli leaflets is impossible. 
They have no place to go.” 


We appeal to you to approach urgently your government at the highest level to 
restrain Israel from unleashing its forces in an attack on West Beirut and thus prevent the 
foreseeable tragic consequences of major assault and urge all parties to search for a 
political solution. 


Greetings, 
Philip Potter 
General Secretary 
World Council of Churches 


Letter sent to the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, by Rev. 
Brian Duckworth on behalf of the Secretary of the Methodist Conference, the Rev. 
Kenneth G. Greet, 1 July 1982 


Dear Mr. Pym, 


While the Methodist Conference was in session yesterday in Plymouth, information 
was received from the World Council of Churches in Geneva that the Israeli Govern- 
ment was about to withdraw its pledge not to attack West Beirut. Although, for obvious 
reasons, the Conference was unable to ascertain the exact nature of the situation, it was 
agreed unanimously that the following resolution be sent to the Israeli chargé d’affaires : 


“Methodist Conference meeting in Plymouth urges the Israeli Government on 
humanitarian grounds to withdraw threat to assault West Beirut. 
Greet, Secretary Methodist Conference” 


Ishould be most grateful to know the British Government position in the event of any 
Israeli assault, or renewed threat to assault West Beirut and express the hope that you will 
be able to use this expression of deeply concerned Christian opinion in any representation 
you make to the Government of Israel. 


I am sending a copy of this letter to the Prime Minister. 
Statement by the World Young Women’s Christian Association Executive Committee, 
1 July 1982 

The World YWCA Executive Committee meeting in Annecy, France, deeply deplore 
the Israeli invasion of Lebanon and the terrible loss of life and destruction of property 


which have occurred in that country during the past month. We extend our sympathy to 
all those in Lebanon who have been affected by this act of aggression. 
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The attack and occupation of Lebanon by Israel violates international law. It 
seriously threatens world peace. The consequences of the aggression will be profound 
and long-term. There is no moral defence for the death, injury and destruction which 
have occurred. The conflict has created new refugees and has caused great suffering 
among hundreds of thousands of people, mostly civilians. 


The World Executive Committee speaks on this situation based on a long history of 
World YWCA statements of concern for peace and statements about the Middle East. 
Our Peace Statement affirms, “As a World Christian Movement uniting YWCAs in all 
continents, we accept the commitment to work for peace and for the realization of a just 
world order.” It identifies the road to peace as being based on “promotion of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, of the respect of the right of peoples and nations to 
self-determination, of better standards of living for all, and of a freer flow of goods, 
persons, and ideas.” 


In Vancouver, Canada, in 1975, the World YWCA Council characterized the 
explosive situation in the Middle East as “an affront to the value of human rights” and “a 
major threat to the peace and security of the whole world community.” Those words are 
more relevant today than ever before. 


We condemn Israel’s use of military force and the violation of the territorial integrity 
of Lebanon. We will urge member YWCAs all over the world to work for the withdrawal 
of Israeli forces from Lebanon. We will further urge member YWCAs to continue to work 
for Palestinians’ right to self-determination in order to promote peace with justice in the 
Middle East. 


Press statement, Evangelische Kirche in Deutschland, 7 July 1982 


The Evangelical Church in Germany concerned about situation in Lebanon 

The General Secretary of the World Council of Churches (WCC), Philip Potter, 
appealed to the member churches of the WCC in Western Europe and North America to 
approach urgently their governments in order to restrain Israel from unleashing its 
forces in an attack on West Beirut. The Evangelical Church in the Federal Republic of 
Germany (EKD) contacted immediately the government of the FRG and informed them 
of the WCC’s concern. The EKD shares the WCC’s concern about the incalculable 
consequences an assault on West Beirut may entail — both for the people of Lebanon 
and peace in the Middle East at large. 


The churches are especially concerned about one fact, ie. that the relief programmes 
initiated by different organizations for the civilians of Lebanon who suffer from the 
consequences of the war, are hampered from the Israeli side. According to reports from 
Israel and Beirut it depends on an authorization from the Ministry of Social Affairs of the 
Israeli government whether relief programmes can be carried out or not; convoys with 
material aid are stopped at military check-points and the establishment of tents for 
refugees has been prohibited by the Israelis. The service arm of the EKD, “Bread for the 
World” of “Das Diakonische Werk” recently granted DM 2 Million for emergency 
programmes geared towards the suffering civilians in Lebanon. There are also two 
programmes of the Middle East Council of Churches which are affected by this conflict, 
ie. the ongoing programme with Palestinian Refugees and the Rehabilitation and 
Reconstruction Programme of Lebanon to which the EKD contributed DM 1,7 million 
from funds of the Church Development Service (Kirchlicher Entwicklungsdienst) over 
the last two years. 
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Press release from the National Council of Churches in New Zealand 


“The Israeli invasion of Lebanon deserves the condemnation of the whole world”, 
says Rev. Peter Glensor, secretary of the National Council of Churches International 
Affairs committee. “Already an enormous number of people have been killed, injured 
or displaced, and international reports speak of continuing suffering”, he said. 


Speaking in Wellington, on behalf of the committee (which represents eleven major 
churches) he said, “We can see no justification for this massive, premeditated and quite 
illegal invasion of a sovereign state. We do not accept that the understandable Israeli 
concern for security can possible justify their present aggression action. It appears that 
the Israelis are aiming at the destruction of the PLO, which is at present the only accepted 
voice for the Palestinian people. Such an action is morally and legally wrong.” 


Internationally, the Christian churches have for many years called for three 
conditions as the basis for a just and lasting peace in the Middle East. 


- Israel must withdraw from territories occupied in 1967. 


- All states, including Israel and the Arab states, have the right to live in peace within 
secure and recognized boundaries. 


- The rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination must be implemented. 


Says the NCC Committee, “These three conditions, affirmed also by the churches of 
the Middle East, are of equal significance.” 


_ Similar statements have been made by churches all over the world. The International 
Affairs Commission of the World Council of Churches called the invasion “morally 
indefensible”, and the British Council of Churches said it has severely damaged the UN 
initiative and what remains of the Camp David accord. As well, the International Jewish 
Peace Council has called for “the immediate unilateral withdrawal of Israeli forces.” 


The NCC is in close touch with the situation in Lebanon, receiving daily telexes from 
Beirut. Last week, a group of Christian pastors in West Beirut, now under siege, issued a 
strong call for the fighting to end. A copy of their statement is in the NCC office in 
Wellington. 


“Our concern is shown in deeds, not just words”, says Peter Glensor. “Funds from 
NZ churches are helping provide relief supplies and other aid. A huge church 
programme of relief and rehabilitation is underway.” 


Joint statement by Archbishop John R. Roach of St. Paul and Minneapolis, President of 
the National Conference of Catholic Bishops, and Terence Cardinal Cooke of New York 


Lebanon’s fragile possession of peace and sovereign independence was assaulted 
once again on June 6, 1982, this time by the Israeli invasion of Lebanese territory. These 
events in that suffering country have resulted in one certain and tragic effect-devastation, 
death among large numbers of innocent people. 
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Many complex circumstances and diverse goals of various parties lie at the basis of 
the pervasive Middle East conflict and are the source of the present violence in Lebanon. 
The undeniable fact, however, is that the nation of Lebanon and its people continue to 
pay the heaviest price in the Middle East conflict. 


It is time for the international community to address the Lebanese problem as vitally 
important in its own right and not simply as an appendage of other issues. To do so 
means both that immediate objectives must be achieved and that long range solutions 
must be initiated. 


What is immediately necessary is compliance with the United Nations Security 
Council Resolution 509. This should be implemented with the two objectives of 
achieving an immediate cease-fire in Lebanon and the unconditional withdrawal of 
Israeli forces. The United States, as a major power in the United Nations and a close ally 
of Israel, should use its good offices to expedite these two goals. 


The long range task is to focus the attention of the international community on the 
fundamental needs of the people of Lebanon. If Lebanese sovereignty, territorial 
integrity, freedom and peace are to be guaranteed, Lebanon must be treated as significant 
in its own right. It is true that Lebanon’s security and well-being are tied to the resolution 
of larger issues in the Middle East: Israel’s security, the achievement of a homeland and 
independence for the Palestinians, and the ending of a virtual state of war in the region. 
But these objectives cannot be achieved at the expense of Lebanon nor can the Lebanese 
problem await the resolution of these other issues. 


The tragic events of the present violence in Lebanon must be used to set a new 
direction for the resolution of the Lebanese problem. The United Nations has a special 
role as do other key states in the world community. The United States has a unique role 
to play precisely because of our historic relationship with Israel and with Lebanon, and 
in view of our central position in the Middle East. 


While we as Catholic bishops have a particular relationship and solidarity with the 
Christian community in Lebanon, our prayers and efforts will also be directed for the 
welfare of all the Lebanese people and the freedom and independence of their nation. We 
call on the United States to play an active and vigorous role in the United Nations and 
with Israel directly to bring about a cease-fire and withdrawal. We ask for special 
remembrance of Lebanon and the Middle East in the prayers of our people. 


41 


IV. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES AND ANALYSES 


In a 1969 Statement, the World Council of Churches already went on record in outlining 
basic conditions for peace and justice for Israel and Palestine. One year earlier, the World 
Student Christian Federation forcefully stated the right of the Palestinian people to statehood. 
The following is a chronological presentation over the years of the various basic statements of 
these two ecumenical bodies regarding the Arab-Israel conflict. In additon, two recent analyses 
have been added to complement the historical perspective presented in this section. They consist 
of excerpts from a presentation by Leopoldo J. Niilus, former Director of the CCIA, currently 
Director of the Middle East Council of Churches’ International Project, based in Geneva, and 
another by Ghassan Rubeiz, Secretary for the Middle East of CICARWS, at an ecumenical 
consultation in April 1982, commenting on the ‘fears and miscalculations”’ of Israel. 


Resolution of the WSCF Consultation on “Justice and Peace in the Near East”’, 
Beirut, May 1968 


As representatives of youth, student and university Christian movements, we have 
gathered in Beirut, Lebanon, and Amman, Jordan, May 10-17, 1968, for an international 
consultation on “Justice and Peace in the Near East”. This consultation, sponsored by 
the World Student Christian Federation and the Student Christian Co-ordinating 
Committee of Lebanon, was called to provide a forum for dialogue on the Arab-Israeli 
conflict between Arab and Western Christians. Included in our number are students, 
teachers, and pastors from eleven countries: Britain, the Netherlands, Switzerland, 
Lebanon, Egypt, Jordan, the German Federal Republic, the United States of America, 
Czechoslovakia, Syria and Palestine. 


We have studied the Near East conflict in the light of political, social, economic, 
religious, and philosophic perspectives. Through this study, we have come to see the 
prime importance of this conflict in contemporary international politics : a just peacein 
the Near East ranks among our most pressing needs. But we are also aware that this 
problem attracts little interest of real understanding in many of our countries. Outside 
the Near East, it is often of passing and secondary interest even in the university milieu. 
Accordingly, we urge our respective national organizations and the World Student 
Christian Federation to continue to initiate programmes and projects to carry forward 
the concerns defined by this consultation. 


These concerns are as follows : 
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1. We are opposed to the conquest by military force that has marked Israel’s role in 
the Near East since its inception. There is no justification for the seizure of lands and 
homes that have belonged to the Palestinian Arabs for centuries. Nothing can explain 
away the vast human suffering that this conquest has wrought. We, both Westerners and 
Arabs, understand the plight of the Jews — how they have suffered and continue to suffer 
in many parts of the world, how they have been despised and mistreated and forced to 
wander without secure homes. But this injustice in no way legitimizes what Israel has 
wrought upon the Palestinian Arabs — people who have not been responsible for the 
sufferings of Jews elsewhere. Further, we are convinced that such conquest is not 
necessary for Jewish people to find a secure, peaceful existence in the Near East. The 
present Arab enmity towards Israel is a product not of anti-semitism, but rather of 
repeated acts of Israeli aggression. The hospitality of Arabs to Jews in the Near East in 
past centuries — which is a matter of historical record — demonstrates that it is possible 
for these people to live together in peaceful coexistence and cooperation. 


2. The source of this Israeli aggression lies in the ideology of Zionism, with all of its 
exclusiveness and intolerance. This ideology fosters a type of religion and politics which 
we believe to be contrary to the spirit of the Old Testament. Like many Jews who have 
loved Zion but have been opposed to Zionism, we do not believe that the present policies 
of Israel are grounded in the best traditons of the Jewish religion. We believe that the Old 
Testament vision of Zion is one which cannot be transposed into that ofa particular state 
within human history. 


3. In our times it is anachronistic and dangerous to found a society upon the primacy 
' of a particular religious tradition. This is true not only in the case of Israel, but through- 
out the world. Our hope, therefore, for the people, of Palestine — Jewish, Muslim, and Christian 
— is an open, pluralistic society that guarantees the same real rights and opportunities for all 
citizens. 


4. We affirm the right of the Palestinian Arabs to live in their own lands, and deplore 
the forced evacuation of more than one and a half million of them from their home- 
land in the wars prompted by the existence of Israel in 1948, 1956, and 1967. The first need 
of these refugees is justice, not charity. A lasting resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict 
depends upon the return of these displaced people to Palestine. 


5. In general, our conviction is that a just and lasting resolution of the Arab-Israeli 
conflict will depend on the mutual willingness of Arabs and Jews to live together in 
Palestine. This in turn will require a political system that guarantees real freedom and 
equality to every person and every social grouping. Our hope is that each side will refrain 
from resorting to violence in attempting to resolve the conflict. But at the same time we 
realize that this becomes increasingly problematic for Palestinian Arabs with each 
further act of Israeli aggression. 


6. An essential first step to the resolution of the conflict is Israeli compliance with the 
United Nations resolution calling for a withdrawal of troops from the areas occupied as a 
result of the June, 1967, aggression. We are deeply disturbed by the fact that instead of 
attempting to facilitate a political resolution of the conflict, Israel seems to be seeking to 
establish permanent occupation in the territories it has seized in Jordan, Syria and Egypt. 
(Israeli officials speak of these territories as “New Israel” and “Greater Israel’”.) We are 
particularly disturbed by the violence wrought upon the population of the West Bank 
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and the Gaza Strip and the exploitation of the sources of Arab national income. (Over 
three hundred and fifty thousand Palestinian Arabs have been forced to leave their 
homes since June, 1967.) 


7. The increasing improbability of a political resolution of the Near East conflict 
because of Israeli intransigence has prompted the formation of Palestine liberation 
movements, the most prominent of which is AL-FATAH. This movement appears to be, 
according to all evidence available to us, a liberation movement representing the popular 
aspirations of the Palestinian Arabs and not a terrorist organization. Its primary 
objective is to make possible the building of a democratic Palestinian state in which 
Muslims, Jews, Christians and others can live peacefully and participate fully. For 
Palestinian Arabs, it appears to play a role analogous to that of European resistance 
movements in Nazi-occupied countries during World War II. 


8. The Arab-Israeli conflict should not be interpreted in isolation from other inter- 
national problems. In particular, it should be seen in the light of the larger problems of 
under-development and neo-colonialism in the Third World. The struggle of Palestinian 
Arabs is analogous to the national liberation struggles of many other peoples in the rest 
of the Third World. The state of Israel has appeared to the Arab world to be an outpost of 
the Western world in the Near East, as it indeed often has functioned. 


9. We consider the suffering of the Vietnamese people because of American 
aggression, the suffering of the non-white peoples of South Africa because of apartheid, 
the suffering of the non-white peoples of Rhodesia because of white racism, and the 
suffering of Arabs because of Israeli Zionism to be analogous and interrelated. And we 
appeal for freedom , peace, justice and equality for all these peoples. 


10. We regret that the majority of European and North American mass media have 
varied only in the degree of their approval of the Israeli position. We deplore this 
imbalance, which we do not believe is justified by the factual record, and we hope for 
more objectivity in the future in the interpretation of news related to the Arab-Israeli 
conflict. 


11. The significance of Jerusalem for all believers addresses it to the conscience of all 
men of good will as the symbol of understanding among peoples. Delivered from every 
form of fait accompli, it should become again, in this ecumenical era, a sign of blessing in 
the heart of the world. Peace upon Jerusalem. 


Middle East Statement adopted by the Central Committee of the World Council of 
Churches, Canterbury, August 1969 


The Central Committee of the World Council of Churches reviewing the situation in 
the Middle East in the light of the resolution of the Uppsala Assembly and later events in 
the area, notes with deep concern the constant deterioration of the situation and the 
increasing threat of an explosion which could affect the peace of the world, adopts as its 
own the principles which the former Central Committee of the World Council of 
Churches set forth in its statement on the Middle East at Heraklion in August, 1967. 


1. Recognizes that no lasting peace is possible without respecting the legitimate rights of 
the Palestinian and Jewish people presently living in the area without effective 
international guarantee for the political independence and territorial integrity of all 
nations in the area, including Israel. 


2. Recognizes that the great powers have special responsibility for creating the political 
climate and the external circumstances in which peace can be restored on the basis of 
the implementation of the UN Security Council Resolution of November 22, 1967. 


3. Believes that in supporting the establishment of the State of Israel without protecting 
the rights of Palestinians injustice has been done to Palestinian Arabs by the great 
powers which should be redressed. 


4. Reaffirms that the World Council of Churches should continue to fulfil its 
responsibility to serve the needs of all refugees, and requests it to include in this 
concern both Arabs and Jews and the basic idea of legitimate free movement. 


5. Welcomes the plans to convene in Cyprus in September next a consultation of “The 
Middle East Refugee Programme’, and prays that our churches will have a renewed 
sense of the continuing and increasing tragedy of the Palestinian refugees and other 
displaced persons, and of the imperative obligations of the churches to minister to 
their needs and support their basic demand for justice. 


6. States again its concern that basic internationally recognized human rights be 
observed for all people and urges the General Secretary of the United Nations to 
intensify his actions towards this end. 


7. Suggests that the subject of biblical interpretation be studied in order to avoid the 
misuse of the Bible in support of partisan political views and to clarify the bearing of 
faith upon critical political questions. 


8. Recommends that serious consideration be given by the appropriate department of 
the World Council of Churches to initiating discussions with Christians, Jews and 
Moslems as to the guardianship of the Holy Places, the status of Jerusalem and the 
people of the city. 


Resolution adopted by the 26th General Assembly of the WSCF, Addis Ababa, 
Ethiopia, December 1972/January 1973 


The Palestinian problem 

The 26th General Assembly of the World Student Christian Federation condemns all 
the repressive and discriminatory actions of the Zionist State of Israel against the 
Palestinian people and progressive Israelis, and affirms its support for the Palestinian 
people in their struggle for their national rights of auto-determination, these rights which 
have been denied since 1948. 


We support the objectives of the anti-imperialist struggle of the Palestinian freedom 
fighters for the establishment of a democratic, secular, and non-sectarian state in 
Palestine. 


We express our condemnation of all forms of racism, whether anti-semitism or anti- 
Arab racism. 


We call upon all committed Chnistians for the support of this just cause. 
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Middle East Statement by the WCC Fifth Assembly, Nairobi, Keny, 23 November - 
10 December, 1975 


1. The World Council of Churches has expressed concern regarding the situation in 
the Middle East on previous occasions. Events which have occurred in the area during 
the meeting of the Fifth Assembly in Nairobi have demonstrated anew that tensions 
persist there unabated. 


2. We are concerned at the continued escalation of military power in the area which 
can only aggravate the threat to world peace from the unresolved conflict and stress the 
necessity for the great world powers to cease furnishing the arms which maintain and 
aggravate the tension. 


3. We recognize that an international consensus has emerged as the basis for peace- 
ful settlement on the following : 
a) Withdrawal by Israel from territories occupied in 1967. 
b) The right of all states including Israel and the Arab states to live in peace within 
secure and recognized boundaries. 
c) The implementation of the rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination. 
We are encouraged that the parties to the conflict seem to be progressively willing to 
accept these principles. 


4. We recognize the Second Sinai Disengagement Agreement as a means of reducing 
tension between Egypt and Israel. However, since it is not addressed to the fears and 
distrust among Israel, other neighbouring states, and the Palestinian people, this 
agreement must be followed soon by resumption of the Geneva Peace Conference for 
reaching a total settlement on the basis of the principles mentioned above. The Geneva 
Conference should necessarily involve all parties concerned, including the Palestinians. 


5. We note that some Arab States have recently declared their readiness, with the 
participation of the Palestine Liberation Organization, to seek agreement with Israel 
based upon these principles. 


6. Although the parties have not trusted one another sufficiently until now to engage 
in dialogue, full mutual recognition by the parties must be seen not as a precondition to, 
but rather as a product of, the negotiation. We call upon all parties to take those steps 
essential to negotiations with hope for success. Among these steps, we emphasize the 
cessation of all military activity, both regular and irregular, including terrorism. 


7. Peace in the Middle East must be based upon justice and security for all 
concerned. The well-being of each party depends upon the well-being of all other parties. 
We urge the churches to help their constituencies to have more accurate information on 
and more sensitive awareness of the various dimensions of the Middle East conflict. The 
churches could thus help to promote mutual trust among the parties and to develop a 
responsible involvement in peaceful solution on the part of their members and the 
government of their countries. This opportunity is open to churches within the area and 
the churches outside the area as well. 


Resolution adopted by the Executive Committee of the WSCF, Longueil, Quebec, 
Canada, January 1976 


On Palestine and the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) 

The Executive Committee of the World Student Christian Federation meeting in 
Longueil, Quebec, Canada, January 20-28, 1976, in accordance with its expression of 
solidarity with genuine liberation movements around the world, and in recognition of 
the WSCF 26th General Assembly’s resolution of support to the struggle of the 
Palestinian Liberation Organization, and especially taking into consideration recent 
statements by ecumenical leaders : 


1. Welcomes the worldwide recognition of the PLO as the sole legitimate representative 
of the Palestinian people; 


2. Expresses its support of the various forms of the PLO’s struggle for the fulfilment of the 
rights of the Palestinian people for self-determination and the creation of a 
democratic and secular state in Palestine; 


3. Expresses further its solidarity with the struggle of Jewish anti-Zionist forces against 
the expansionist and racist practices of the state of Israel; 


4. Calls upon its member movements to engage in efforts within the ecumenical move- 
ment, churches and the whole Christian community aimed at expressing concrete 
forms of solidarity with the Palestinian people. 


Resolution adopted by the Executive Committee on behalf of the 27th General 
Assembly of the WSCF, Colombo, Sri Lanka, February 1977 
On Lebanese Christians for an Arab Lebanon 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Executive Committee, acting on behalf of the General 
Assembly, of the World Student Christian Federation : 


1. IDENTIFIES with the struggle of progressive Lebanese Christians for an Arab 
Lebanon, secular and democratic; 


2. SUPPORTS the patriotic and progressive Lebanese forces against the fascists, the 
isolationists, and the Arab reaction; 


3. EXPRESSES its solidarity with the Palestinian Revolution while plots multiply for its 
liquidation and domestication; 


4. REAFFIRMS that no just solution for the Arab-Israeli conflict is possible unless 
rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination are fulfilled. 

Message to the Churches by the Consultation on Service to Palestine Refugees, called 

by the MECC and CICARWS, in Nicosia, Cyprus, November 1979 


The Consultation on Service to Palestine Refugees, called by the Middle East 
Council of Churches (MECC) in cooperation with the Commission on Inter-Church 
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Aid, Refugee and World Service of the World Council of Churches, met in Nicosia, 
Cyprus, 4-8 November, 1979, in order to evaluate the MECC Palestine Refugee Pro- 
gramme and to review plans for future work. Both the evaluation and the planning of the 
Consultation were undertaken within a broad context. This Consultation acknowledges 
the longstanding recognition of the political rights of the Palestinian people and of the 
injustices inflicted on this people. It also recognizes the churches’ moral responsibility 
to uphold and promote the materialization of these rights, and to provide support to the 
Palestine refugees in order to reduce the misery of their living and working conditions. 
The Consultation recalled the policy statements and recommendations of preceding 
Consultations on service to Palestine refugees in fulfilling this task. 


The Consultation further notes the moral and historical imperatives upon which the 
rights of the Palestinian people are based. It also took the position that the Palestine 
problem must be satisfactorily solved if the region, and indeed the world, are to free 
themselves of one major source of conflict of vast dimensions and serious potential 
explosiveness. The solution, to be satisfactory to the Palestinians must assure their 
exercise of self-determination and statehood in Palestine, along with existing states in 
the region. Only thus can peace and justice be achieved together. 


The Consultation notes that certain agreements have been reached in recent years in 
regard to the Middle East Conflict. However, it notes that these agreements are partial 
and do not satisfactorily address the core issue in the conflict, which is the Palestine 
problem and the right of the Palestinians to self-determination and statehood. It seems 
clear that the road to the achievement of these rights still calls for long and arduous 
efforts. The Consultation considers it therefore necessary that the world Christian 
community become more fully sensitive to the fundamentals of the Palestine problem, 
and to the need for continued and intensified efforts toward its solution. 


The Consultation further notes with satisfaction the continued material support and 
the moral support that this symbolizes, which the churches through the inter-church aid 
agencies have given or channelled to the Middle East Council of Churches for its 
Programme on Palestine Refugees. However, in view of the protracted tragedy of the 
refugees, it calls on the World Council of Churches and, indeed, on all churches, 
voluntary agencies, as well as UNRWA and other appropriate UN agencies, to extend 
and intensify their material and moral support. Such efforts would be fully consistent 
with the Church’s spirit and witness as expressed with clarity in Christ’s identification 
with those in need, the suffering, and the oppressed... “Inasmuch as you have done it to 
the least of these my brethren, you have done it unto me.” 


Yet, in emphasizing the rights, and the tragedy of the Palestinian people, which form 
the centre of our concern, the Consultation does not lose sight of other serious violations 
of political and civil rights in the Middle East region. It stands firmly by the victims of 
these violations, and urges the Christian community at large to take energetic initiatives 
towards redressing the injustices and lightening the hardships involved. 


The Consultation notes with satisfaction the achievement of progress in some areas 
of the Palestine cause in the years since the 1969 Consultation. There is, thus, wider and 
fuller awareness and understanding of the justice of this cause and acceptance of the 
political implications and imperatives that flow from such awareness. Indeed, some 
churches have moved ahead of many governments and political organizations, not only 
in recognizing the rights of the Palestinian people in the abstract, but, concretely, in 
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acknowledging the fact that the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) has un- 
doubtedly emerged as the representative of the Palestinian people. Some churches have 
gone further, to urge that the PLO should be so considered by all governments. 


While earlier it was necessary to emphasize the reality of the Palestinian identity, this 
is nO more a question in controversy today. Yet the translation of such deepened 
awareness into political concreteness is yet to be achieved. 


It is worth adding also that some of the interpretations of biblical scripture as related 
to the state of Israel which have been the object of misunderstanding between churches 
have been cleared, although the confusion resulting from them has not been fully 
removed. 


The churches have been an instrument in helping to bring about improved under- 
standing of the rights of the Palestinians. The joint undertaking of service has in turn led 
to growing unity between Middle East churches on one hand, and churches elsewhere on 
the other, as well as among Middle East churches as a group. What the Church has 
gained in depth of understanding and perception, at the same time constitutes an 
enormous challenge for it. 


Thus, churches are rightly called upon to further extend and deepen their own 
understanding, and simultaneously to spread their convictions as widely as possible, not 
only among Christian congregations everywhere, but also in other opinion-making and 
decision-making circles. More specifically, churches are called upon to promote the idea 
that the PLO must be admitted as full partner into any deliberations dealing with the 
future of Palestine and of the Palestinians. They must further underline that any likely 
political solution to the Palestine problem will only be capable of attending to the rights 
of a part of the Palestinian population, in as much as the likely size of a possible 
Palestinian state in the near future can only cope with the inhabitants already in that 
locality. More Palestinians will probably therefore be kept in diaspora than be living in 
Palestine. Such a likelihood would necessitate continued efforts towards a more 
comprehensive solution of the refugee problem. The Consultation feels that such a 
solution can only be found within a vision and framework of an overall regional co- 
operation, characterized by mutual acceptance and accommodation between Muslims, 
Christians and Jews. As the World Council of Churches’ Fifth Assembly at Nairobi, 1975, 
stated in this broad context: “The well-being of each party depends upon the well-being 
of all other parties”. 


It also ought to be recognized that the achievement of a just solution will depend in 
large measure on attitudes prevailing in Israel. Unless these are sufficiently conciliatory 
and conducive to peace and accommodation, the just solution sought will recede further. 


The Consultation feels it necessary to end on a note of warning. It is its firm 
conviction that unless a just solution is found for the Palestine problem, not only 
Palestine, but the whole region will be plunged into the vortex of renewed violence, 
immense human misery, destruction, and economic distress. And the scale of the 
conflagration may not remain regional, as it has done so far, but may well become global. 
We pray and hope that all peoples of the Middle East will emerge from the depth of this 
dark and frightening tunnel into God’s peace. 
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The Rev. Dr. Philip A. Potter, General Secretary of the World Council of Churches 
(WCC), issued the following statement in Geneva on 19 May 1981 


Having heard the urgent appeals coming from Lebanese leaders, both Christian and 
Muslim, and deeply concerned about the threat of increasing conflicts and suffering for 
people in Lebanon and the Middle East region, I make this appeal in the name of Jesus 
Christ, whose gospel is a message of peace. 


As General Secretary of the World Council of Churches, I strongly affirm and 
commend the statement on Lebanon adopted last week by the WCC’s Commission of the 
Churches on International Affairs. This statement (text below) helps to underline and 
call to the attention of international public opinion three basic facts about the conflict 
which must not be obscured : 


1. Lebanese sovereignty : 

Lebanon is and should remain a sovereign country. There have been significant 
initiatives in the country towards more understanding between the different com- 
munities and parties involved. Lebanon should not be considered as a problem, but as a 
promise, recovering its earlier role of becoming a model of how different cultures, 
religions and peoples can live together in justice and peace. Everything should be done to 
strengthen the Lebanese government in its efforts to re-establish and defend the full 
sovereignty of the country. Lebanon must not be sacrificed to wider regional and inter- 
national interests. 


2. Legitimate security interests : 

All countries in the region have legitimate security interests. This is valid in particular 
for Israel and Syria. Security cannot be defined, however, at the cost of the integrity of a 
neighbour country like Lebanon. The essential issue for regional security is the lack of 
acknowledgement by Israel of the rights of the Palestinian people. No lasting security 
and peace can be established in the region, especially among Israel, Lebanon and Syria, 
without the determination to solve the Palestinian problem. 


3. No solution without negotiation : 

The Middle East conflict has become a concern for the international community. 
Various peace initiatives have been launched, without leading to tangible results. There 
is a temptation to consider a limited military confrontation as an unavoidable step in the 
effort to bring the parties concerned to the negotiating table. In such a situation it is 
necessary to: 


@ Denounce as cynical and highly dangerous for world peace at large, particularly in 
the present crisis, any consideration that a “limited war” could advance the efforts to 
find a solution to the conflict; 


@ Urge that the partial peace initiatives should be broadened to lead to a general inter- 
national conference involving all parties concerned in the region, including also the 
USA, USSR, EEC, and in particular the Palestinian people through their legitimate 
representatives. 


The proper place for such a round-table conference could be the Lebanon, as this 


would in turn serve as an added stimulus to Lebanese reconciliation and sovereignty, 
which would save this country from more suffering and destruction. 
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Statement adopted by the Commission of the Churches on International Affairs of the 
WCC at its 35th meeting, convened at Friedewald, FRG, 11-15 May 1981 


Disturbed and deeply concerned with the violent sequence of events that has again 
caused so much death, pain, anguish and ruin in Lebanon; 


Moved with deep compassion and sympathy for the people of Lebanon because of 
this new escalation of violence; 


Recognizing that Lebanon is ever more becoming a battlefield for settling regional 
and possibly even wider international differences, thus becoming the concern of the 
international community; 


Moved by the appeal of the patriarchs, bishops and leaders of the Christian com- 
munities in Lebanon (April 11, 1981) to the peoples of the world “to help bring an end to 
our tragedy”; 


The Commission of the Churches on International Affairs : 


1. Reiterates the appeal of the World Council of Churches Executive Committee (May 
1976) to the people and all parties involved in Lebanon to renounce violence and to 
spare human lives through a renewed commitment to finding negotiated solutions; 


2. Reaffirms its belief that the conflict continues to be essentially a political one despite 
the religious overtones, motivations and implications stemming from the con- 
fessional structure of Lebanese and Middle Eastern societies; 


3. Affirms that Lebanon should not be sacrificed in the process of enabling the 
Palestinian people to achieve their legitimate rights or in settling the Arab-Israeli 
conflict; 


4. Believes that recovery of Lebanese unity and territorial integrity are the key to the 
solution of the Lebanese problem, and supports all efforts to strengthen the govern- 
ment of Lebanon as it attempts to reassert the effective exercise of its sovereignty over 
all Lebanese territory; 


x. Calls for: 

a) The termination of Israeli attacks and interventions against Lebanon and 
Palestinians in South Lebanon which Israel claims are necessary for its security 
and a help to Lebanon. Because the security of both Israel and Lebanon depends 
upon Israeli recognition of Palestinian self-determination and the establishment 
of a just peace with the Palestinians and the Arab countries in general. 

b) A new peace initiative by the Arab League and the United Nations which would 
lead to national unity and other conditons in Lebanon making the presence of the 
Syrian army as the Arab Deterrent Force unnecessary. 

c) An important United Nations role in the reconstruction and rehabilitation that 
will necessarily follow the conflict. 


6. Prayerfully supports Christians and Muslims in Lebanon as they seek to restore the 
harmonious community life which has traditionally characterized their country and 
work together for a united Lebanon devoted to the defence of justice, development 
and peace in the Middle East; and 
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7. Expresses appreciation to the member churches of the WCC for their responses in the 
past and reiterates the Executive Committee’s (May 1976) appeal to the churches to 
provide humanitarian aid and assistance through the WCC “to bring relief to the 
victims of this conflict, regardless of their religious, ethnic or political affiliation.” 


Resolutions adopted by the 28th General Assembly of the WSCF, San Francisco, USA, 
August 1981 

MIDDLE EAST 

Palestine 

1. The 28th General Assembly of the WSCF resolves : 


i) To reaffirm its continued support to the struggle of the Palestinian people for the 
implementation of their legitimate national rights; 


li) To express its solidarity with the Palestinian Liberation Organization, the sole and 
legitimate representative of the Palestinian people; 


iii) To recognize the significance of the solidarity work with the Palestinian people 
undertaken by the member movements of the WSCF and encourage further concrete 
and coordinated solidarity actions. 

Lebanon 

2. The 28th General Assembly of the WSCF resolves : 


i) To express its solidarity with the struggle of the people of Lebanon for peace and 
national unity; 


ii) To support the various initiatives attempting to put an end to the sufferings of the 
people and achieve a just solution to the conflict; 


iii) To reaffirm its support to the work of Christian student movements and groups who, 


in their witness as Arab Christians, are committed to the unity between Christians 
and Muslims in their struggle for justice, independence and liberation. 


Resolution adopted by the Executive Committee of the WSCF, Matanzas, Cuba, 
March 1982 
RESOLUTION ON PALESTINE 


The Executive Committee of the World Student Christian Federation, meeting in 
Cuba resolves : 


1. To denounce the illegal decision of the Israeli government to annex the Syrian Golan 


Heights, thus repeating the same injustice made when annexing the Arab sector of 
Jerusalem; 
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2. To denounce the consistent oppressive measures against the Palestine population of 
the occupied territories, particularly the closing down of the only two true Arab 
universities of Bir Zeit and Beithlehem and the systematic practices aiming at forcing 
the Arab students and professors to leave their homeland; 


3. To denounce the continuous aggression by Israeli military forces against the 
Lebanese and Palestinian populations, particularly in South Lebanon; 


4. To denounce the increasing military support provided in various forms by the Israeli 
government to the military dictatorship in Latin America and particularly in El 
Salvador. 


We call upon the Student Christian Movements, the Churches and all forces seeking 
justice and peace, to expand their efforts to supply accurate information about the 
Middle East conflict and to exert more intense pressures so that the illegal and oppressive 
practices of the Israeli government be stopped. 


We reiterate our solidarity with the PLO, the sole and legitimate representative of the 
Palestinian people. We stand in solidarity with the Syrian population of the Golan 
Heights and with the Palestinian population and particularly the university and school 
students in the occupied territories in their struggle against the occupants. 


We reaffirm our support to Arab Christian students, movements and groups who are 


committing themselves to the struggle for justice and liberation in the Middle East, thus 
attempting to incarnate in their witness the calling of their faith. 
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PRESENT CHRISTIAN PERSPECTIVES ON THE PALESTINIAN QUESTION 
AND THE MIDDLE EAST CONFLICT 


Excerpts of a presentation by Dr. Leopoldo J. Niilus, MECC International Project 
Director, at the April 1982 Larnaca Consultation “Towards Development and Justice 
with Palestinians” 


Relations among the Churches and relationships with people of other faiths 

If in the purposes of God certain areas at certain times can act as a microcosm of 
world events then this could well be true of the Middle East today. Apart from — or 
perhaps due to the political and strategic importance of the area, it is significant in being 
the place where a new and more fruitful relationship between the three great mono- 
theistic faiths has to be discovered. There as well the challenge of the modern world has to 
be met. And this cannot be done without losing hold of the essential religiousness of its 
ancient culture. And these tasks have implications far beyond the Middle East itself. 
Churches in the area, which at present appear but a frail element in the complex pattern 
of forces and force as such, should be aided and supported in the moral courage to tackle 
it. There is an obligation on the Churches of the West to do all in their power to help. The 
words of the Patriarch of Antioch, speaking at the Taif Summit to the Arab Heads of 
State, stressing that Jerusalem and Lebanon should be “twin pillars of peace” in the area, 
should be taken with utter seriousness. (1) (pp. 79-80). 


Whatcan be the true witness of religions ? Let us begin with Christians and Christian 
Churches in regard to their own relations. There has been some progress but a host of 
vital challenges continues to face us here. 


As already noted there is now an awareness that people of faith might have 
new roles to play in deciding issues of global consequence. Their effectiveness, or 
perhaps more properly faithfulness, in that task requires ecumenicity (ecumenical 
solidarity) and mutuality (mutual enabling). It has already been underlined as well that 
in regard to the Middle East in particular, new understandings will require close 
attention to Western Christian religious and cultural assumptions about the role of 
religion in the world and the relation of these assumptions to the Christian faith. 
Christians, as well as people of all faiths, must be aware of how theological and religious 
understandings and differences are affected by political, economic, cultural, ethnic, and 
social concepts. Concretely in regard to the Middle East, “the people of the West have for 
centuries viewed the people of the Middle East through the prisms of prejudice, mis- 
understanding, stereotypes, and insensitivity... They not only have served to provide 
rationalizations for the imperialist and colonialist ventures of some countries, but also 
have fostered hatred of Islam as in the Crusades and anti-Semitism as in the Holocaust”. 
(2) (p. 25. 9-4). 


Still today it may be difficult for outsiders to explore in depth the relationship 
between the ancient Churches of the area and the Protestant, Anglican and particularly 
the expatriate-led Churches and missions. There has been past tension and even 
resentment, arising from proselytist activities of the missionary Churches (whether 
Catholic or Protestant). Today, in addition, among Christian fundamentalist 
organizations active amongst the Jewish people, a strongly pro-Zionist attitude can be 
found. They pose a double threat to Arab Christians : of proselytism and through their 
identification with the Zionist cause. (1) (pp. 78-79). 
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While in past history Churches in the Middle East have had a tendency to keep a low- 
profile posture in matters political, today’s tensions in the region, and in particular the 
Israel/Palestinian dispute, have faced them with not only fresh dangers but also new 
challenges. One Patriarch in Lebanon describes the new stand as one of “positive 
neutrality” by which is meant a positive commitment to the maintenance of national 
unity and sovereignty, while at the same time preserving the national identity of 
Christian religious communities throughout all the Arab countries — not an easy 
balance to maintain. For a number of understandable reasons, Arab Christians cannot, 
nor do they desire, to remain neutral in the Palestinian/Israeli dispute. Their testimony is 
supportive of the basic issues of the Palestinian cause. Not surprisingly are they puzzled 
at the notion that the restoration of the State of Israel might have any theological 
significance, and they beseech the Western Christians to understand the difficulties 
created for them by such an approach. (Cf. (1) pp. 72-73). 


MECC headquarters have put the problem in the following terms : 


The concerns of the Council and its priorities are fundamentally inspired by the 
reality of the local churches and their need to secure their presence both quantitatively 
and qualitatively and to achieve their renewal and perform their witness in an ethno- 
religious and pluralistic society. The first concern of the Council (is) the subject of 
securing the continuity of Christian presence in the land in which our Lord was born and 
lived, and which was sanctified by the blood of the Apostles, Saints, and Martyrs who 
have been marked with the Holy Cross and who have believed in the resurrection. 


The Middle East today is one of the most tense and volatile regions in the world... We 
may mention : oil and the need of the small and great powers for it; the cold and hot wars 
played out directly or by proxy on our land; the perpetual poverty despite the 
accumulation of oil money and/or its expenditure on arms or investment in the 
industrial countries. And above all these factors, there is the struggle between secular and 
religious ideologies and between what is universal and what is particular in the ethno- 
cultural and religious tradition of the people of the region. The super powers, instead of 
contributing to the reduction of this tension, have sometimes encouraged its develop- 
ment and exploited it for their own economic, political and strategic purposes. Much 
suffering has resulted from this situation... by way of moral and physical violence. On the 
other hand, our countries and peoples are passing through a newcrisis concerning their 
ethnic, cultural and religious identity... The Christians have played major roles in all the 
national and renaissance movements experienced in the region. Can they play this role 
again? Are they spiritually and ideologically prepared to undertake with others a 
similar role demanded by their faith and their responsibility vis-a-vis society and 
humanity ? The Churches in the Middle East are called through these ordeals and 
sufferings, which both Christians and non-Chnistians endure, to witness to the Resur- 
rected Christ, provider of hope and peace to all nations and peoples. The Gospel teaches 


1) British Council of Churches (BCC) Towards Understanding the Arab/Israeli Conflict. Report of the 
BCC delegation visit to the Middle East, Sept. 1981. Published by the BCC, March 1982. 108 pages 
and appendices. 


2) Middle East Policy Statement, adopted on November 6, 1980 by The Governing Board of the 
National Council of Churches of Christ in the USA (NCCUSA), page 25. 9-7. 


3) GABRIEL HABIB, “Report of the Secretary General to the MECC Third General Assembly”, 
November 28, 1981. 


o) 
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us this is possible to achieve by way of proclaiming truth and fulfilling justice and 
through true love that defies and destroys all the boundaries between individuals and 
groups... Can the Churches in the Middle East who are concerned with their spiritual and 
physical survival, participate with other religious or non-religious groups to render 
society more respectful of human rights and more conducive to peaceful living ? (3) 


FEARS AND MISCALCULATIONS 


Excerpts of a presentation by Ghassan Rubeiz, WCC/CICARWS Middle East Desk 
Secretary, at the April 1982 Larnaca Consultation “Towards Development and Justice 
with Palestinians” 


This paper is a product of my recent visit to Israel and the West Bank. The visit 
focussed on the DSPR programme of MECC and included discussions with some 
church personalities and Palestinian lay leaders. Three Palestinian mayors and one 
Israeli official of the Foreign Ministry were among the people I visited. 


The first part of this paper is acommentary on the political situation and the second 
part is a broad evaluation of the DSPR. Some questions are raised in a brief third part. 


I. The Political Situation 


Being a non-Palestinian gave me a special chance for observation of the Palestinian 
struggle today. A five day visit this month gave me a clear feeling of how Arabs and non- 
Jews live in the territory of (pre and post 1967) Israeli rule. For the first time in my life I felt 
the identity of a disprivileged minority. I was searched at the airport in a special hall with 
other Arabs. The search was extremely thorough but without obvious disrespect. I was 
asked if I were a Jew at the airport visa entrance. As I was driven in a hired car with an 
Israeli plate I was saved the problem of being often checked at road blocks. I witnessed 
public demonstrations, group arrests and various other forms of struggle and police 
action in a very tense environment. I learned that being a Palestinian in Palestine today 
is an uncommitted crime, and a victim of wanting to live as a free and independent 
citizen. 


a) Coercive Conditions 
The following conditions stand out in my mind as I reflected on the situation : 


1. Settlements in the West Bank and in Gaza have reached an alarming scope. There 
is rapid confiscation of Arab land. Two thirds of the envisioned Palestinian state 
have been taken for the Israeli settlements. More settlements are planned. 


2. The Arab economy is controlled through poor agricultural practices, regulated 
agricultural production and discouraged industry and commerce. 


3. Military presence is demoralizing; Israeli settlers carry arms and use them; village 
league leaders and their followers are also armed to shoot. 


4. Several elected mayors’ jobs have been terminated through various ways of 
intimidation. Some mayors are under town arrest, others are deported and still 
others are simply replaced by Israeli figures. 


5. The installation of the village league system puts Arab opportunists as leaders of 


rural areas to serve Israeli schemes of annexation and rule by dividing the 
community. 


S/ 


b) 


c) 


d) 
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6. Collective punishment and harsh measures inforce the law. Universities are 
closed. When shops close as a protest, their owners are forced to open. The press is 
censored to minimize reporting of human misery under occupation. 


Fear 

The Israeli oppression is not pure cruelty. As a system for the Jews the Israeli 
government is relatively democratic and better run than Arab governments. The 
cancerous problem for Israel is its double standard in justice : equality for the Jews 
and discrimination for the Arabs and non-Jews. At the root of this discrimination is 
the fear of the Palestinian who is becoming organized and aspiring to become 
independent. A Palestinian can ask for safety but not for freedom from a foreign ruler. 
A Palestinian state brings the vision of.a new holocaust to the present government. 
The PLO “is an agent of destruction”, for the Jews. There is a definite dismissal of the 
hope of dealing with the PLO and any other spokesmen for nationhood. The present 
plan is to eliminate the structural conditions of a Palestinian state. This means a 
massive attack involving a lot of blood. 


The settlements and the associated practices of economic, political and military 
control in the territories are obvious measures to complete the occupation of post- 
1967 Israel and to “solve” the problem of Palestine. Palestine is solved by elimination 
of Palestinian power from the Palestine territory. Palestine would then be outside its 
area in Jordan and in the rest of the Arab world. Palestinians inside the territories will 
have to be reduced in number, to be tamed and acculturated to the Israeli way of life. 


Miscalculation 

The miscalculation of Israel is costly to both peoples. The Palestine resistance is 
phenomenal. It is almost impossible to eliminate Palestine from the map short of a 
world war and a drastic restructuring of the Middle East map. History teaches a good 
lesson to freedom fighters. 


The miscalculation of Israel is not justified. Creating a recognized Palestinian state 
might be the only way to peace and coexistence, though this solution needs to be 
negotiated and prepared for. 


The Israelis seem to be opting for an ambitious war. They have dangerous plans for 
Lebanon, Syria and the PLO. The present time might look good for Israel as Egypt is 
neutralized, Iraq is saddled in war and the rest of the Arab countries remain weak as 
long as they are isolated from one another. 


Israeli occupation of Lebanon would give Israel new territories with which to 
“negotiate peace” and new natural resources. 


Invading Lebanon will not solve Israel’s problems; it will delay solving their 
problems a decade or several decades. The consequence might be disastrous for all 
the people of the region. | 


Implications for Ecumenical Work on Palestine Question 
Being alert to an expected man-made disaster implies serious and systematic action. 
What can be done ? 


The Church in the Holy Land is subdued and marginalized. Its people are 
emigrating. The Church is squeezed between Zionist control and Moslem suspicion 
of Christian identification with the colonial West (which has sponsored Israel and its 
expansionist practices). The presence of the (Zionist) Christian International 
Embassy Jerusalem, alone, might neutralize everything we do with the ecumenical 
family in the spirit of solidarity to the Palestinian people. 


Palestine has become a “tourist station” for the Christian world, a “laboratory” for 
theological activity and a theatre for missionary work. 


Tourism is exploited politically and economically, and theological work remains 
largely irrelevant to the suffering people of the Holy Land. 


We are at a time in which the situation demands a renewed Christian response. Here 
are some suggestions for ecumenical action : 


1. There is a demand for popular education in the West about the plight of the 
Palestinians and the advantages of peace with justice. 


2. There is a need to interpret the key issue of the national aspirations of the 
Palestinian people in relation to the security of Israel. 


3. There is thirst for educated tourism which involves mixing the incoming tourist 
with the people of Palestine and the local Jewish people, and give selective ex- 
posure to leaders of peace and reconciliation. 


4. Itis imperative to continue ecumenical support of the MECC/DSPR programmes 
within a context of solidarity. The programme ought to be used as a vehicle for 
interpreting the conflict between the two peoples in a national survival problem. 


5. There is need for formulations of Christian perspectives of peace and justice in the 
various countries of the world. These perspectives would then lead to one inter- 
national Christian platform on the issue. 


6. Also important is the involvement in dialogue with responsible Jews and 
Moslems toward better understanding of theology, culture, history and politics. 
Dialogue with Jews ought not to be confused with justification for Zionist 
expansion based on biblical terms. The dialogue with Muslims is crucial to 
counteract the spreading image in the West that Islam is militant by nature and 
that its values are contrary to western concepts of human development. 
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